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1 Introduction
In last RAN4 meeting, channel raster for sub 6GHz was discussed and two options were considered in WF[1] as follows:
· Option 1: 100kHz

· Option 2: 180kHz

In this contribution, we provide views on channel raster for sub 6GHz and above 24GHz.

2 Discussion
RAN1 notified RAN4 of consideration of guard band for CA operation as following statements captured in LS[2]:
· RAN1 believes that it is beneficial to allow zero guard band between CCs within wideband CC and asks RAN4 to take it into account when discussing channel raster

· If there are scenarios where guard band is considered necessary, strive to minimize the number of subcarriers for guard-band between CCs within wideband CC

· It is RAN1 understanding that guard band might be supported by RAN4
In LTE system, zero guardband for CA operation cannot be supported since channel raster is 100kHz which is not integer multiple of subcarrier spacing. Therefore, to support zero guardband between CCs, channel raster should be integer multiple of subcarrier spacing. In last meeting, RAN4, subcarrier spacing, minimum CHBW, and maximum CHBW were agreed in [3] as following Table 1.
Table 1 Supported channel bandwidth and subcarrier spacing
	Frequency range
	SCS (kHz)
	Min CHBW (MHz)
	Max CHBW (MHz)

	Range 1
	15
	5
	50

	
	30
	Option 1: 5
Option 2: 10
	100

	
	60
	Option 1: 10
Option 2: 20
	100

	Range 2
	60
	50
	200

	
	120
	50
	400


Based on Table 1, {N * 180}kHz channel raster could be considered (N: positive integer) for range 1 new NR band. However, for range 1 refarming NR band, it is better to reuse LTE channel raster considering co-existing legacy systems. For range 2, agreement of subcarrier spacing is 60 and 120kHz, so channel raster could be {M * 720} kHz (M: positive integer) in the same manner as range 1 new NR band.

· Proposal 1: For range 1, channel raster could be 100kHz for refarming NR band and {N*180}kHz for new NR band.
· Proposal 2: For range 2, channel raster could be {M*720}kHz.
3 Conclusion 
In this contribution, we provide our views on channel raster for range 1 and range 2, and we propose
· Proposal 1: For range 1, channel raster could be 100kHz for refarming NR band and {N*180}kHz for new NR band.

· Proposal 2: For range 2, channel raster could be {M*720}kHz.
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