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1 Introdcution
This document provides as summary of the following email discussion during RAN#94-e:

[94e-52-R17-38.104-CR]

Input contributions covered: RP-213147

Goal: Seek for the conclusion of company CR RP-213147

2 Initial round

2.1 Open issues

Issue 1: CR RP-213147

As explained in the cover sheet of company CR RP-213147:

 “This CR is a resubmission of approved CR R4-2114918 of RP-211909 (38.104 REL-17 CR 0341 rev -) which
was by accident not implemented after RAN #93e.”

Table 1:

Reason for change: Introduction of channel bandwidths 35MHz and
45MHz for BS TX and general part. Bath CRs
to finalize WI NR_FR1_35MHz_45MHz_BW was
approved in RP-211909, but agreed CR 0341 from
R4-2114918 was not implemented into TS 38.104
V17.3.0.
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Summary of change:  RF requirements for 35MHz and 45MHz CBW are
added in relavent clauses, with the same changes as
agreed in R4-2114918.

 

2.2 Collection of company views

Please provide your questions/comments for CR RP-213147 (resubmission of approved RAN4 CR
R4-2114918) if any.

Feedback Form 1: Comments for CR RP-213147

1 – AT&T GNS Belgium SPRL

We support the company CR in RP-213147 in order to address the fact that approved CR R4-2114918 of
RP-211909 (38.104 REL-17 CR 0341 rev -) was accidently not implemented after RAN #93e.

2 – T-Mobile USA Inc.

We support the company CR in RP-213147 to correct the omission of 35 and 45 MHz in 38.104.

3 – ZTE Corporation

we also support to approve this CR which is as accidently not implemented after RAN #93e.

4 – China Telecom Corporation Ltd.

Support the CR.

5 – MediaTek Inc.

We are okay with the CR.

6 – Samsung Electronics Co.

We support the CR to address the accident previous approved RAN4 CR not implemented into specification
after RAN#93-e.

7 – Huawei Technologies France

We support the CR to complete the affected spec which was accidently missed for the WI.

8 – Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd

We are fine to approve the CRs.

In addition, we think it would be good to align on some general principles to handle such situations in
future. We think that it is better to handle the CRs in RAN4 directly. Based on past experience it happens
sometimes that agreed CRs are not implemented in specs (or some parts can be missing). If all such CRs
will be resubmitted to RAN, then it may cause extra load for plenary. So, if the CR implementation is

2



missing, then the preferable approach is to resubmit it in RAN4 (not RAN) in the next quarter to fix the
issue.

2.3 Summary and recommendation

All the comments received during initial round support the company CR to address the fact that approved
RAN4 CR R4-2114918 accidently not implemented after RAN #93e. One company also recommend to
consider general approach to handle this situation in the future. From moderator’s understanding, it’s up to
RAN4 leadership to decide whether general approach or guidance can be adopted in future for this situation,
and such general guidance no need to be handled and decided under this thread.

Based above summary, moderator recommended to agree the company CR and no further discussion needed.

3 Conclusion
Moderator Recommendations:

Table 2:

T-doc Title Source Recommended decision

RP-213147 CR for TS 38.104:
introduction of channel
bandwidths 35MHz and
45MHz

Huawei, HiSilicon Agreeable
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