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1. Introduction
The spectrum allocations in 52.6-71 GHz are not aligned in different regions. Both licensed and unlicensed should be considered in the standard discussion. The band plan should consider the regulations and also channelization, BW, etc. This contribution provides our proposal for the band plan.
2. Discussion
According to the regulation status in TR 38.807, the regulation status in different regions is not aligned as Table 1 shows.
Table 1: Current Licensing situation for various countries between frequency 52.6GHz and 71GHz
	Region
	Country
	Frequency (GHz)

	
	
	52.6-54.25
	54.25-55.78
	55.78-56.9
	56.9-57
	57-58.2
	58.2-59
	59-59.3
	59.3-64
	64-65
	65-66
	66-711)

	ITU Region 1
	Europe/CEPT
	
	
	
	
	U (Mobile)
	

	
	Israel
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	South Africa
	
	
	
	
	U (Mobile)
	U (Mobile)
	

	ITU Region 2
	USA
	
	
	
	
	U (Mobile)

	
	Canada
	
	
	
	
	U (Mobile)
	
	
	

	
	Brazil
	
	
	
	
	U (Mobile)
	
	
	

	
	Mexico
	
	
	
	
	U (Mobile)
	
	
	

	ITU Region 3
	China
	
	
	
	
	
	
	U (Mobile)
	
	
	

	
	Japan
	
	
	
	
	U (Mobile)
	

	
	Korea
	
	
	
	
	U (Mobile)
	

	
	India
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Taiwan
	
	
	
	
	U (Mobile)
	

	
	Singapore
	
	
	
	
	U (Mobile)
	

	
	Australia
	
	
	
	
	U (Mobile)
	

	NOTE 1: Access regime currently under discussion in CEPT



For the ISM band around 60 GHz, six channels are defined as Table 2,
Table 2: 60 GHz ISM channels center frequency
	Channels

	1
	58.32 GHz

	2
	60.48 GHz

	3
	62.64 GHz

	4
	64.80 GHz

	5
	66.96 GHz

	6
	69.12 GHz


As discussed in [2], for the unlicensed spectrum, in order to co-exist with ISM service, the channelization and the CBW should be designed to align with the ISM channels. But for the licensed spectrum, the minimum CBW can be smaller than unlicensed service, aligning with ISM channels will cause some unused spectrum left. Also, for the maximum CBW, it can be defined according to different SCS, such as 400MHz, 1600 MHz and 2 GHz. Some of the bandwidths may not be able to be used in unlicensed bands. Furthermore, LBT is not needed in licensed bands. Therefore, there’re many different aspects for the deployments for unlicensed and licensed spectrum. It’s difficult to define requirements applying to both scenarios. So we support the proposal in [3],
Proposal 1: Define separate bands for licensed and unlicensed spectrum.
For the exact frequency range, unlicensed band can take 60 GHz ISM channel frequency range, i.e. 57.24-70.2 GHz, licensed bands at least can take 66-71 GHz. We have the following proposal,
Proposal 2: Define licensed bands for 66-71 GHz and un-licensed bands for 57.24-70.2 GHz.
3. Conclusion
This contribution provides our analysis for band plan of 52.6-71 GHz, we have the following proposal,
Proposal 1: Define separate bands for licensed and unlicensed spectrum.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 2: Define licensed bands for 66-71 GHz and un-licensed bands for 57.24-70.2 GHz.
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