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1. Introduction

According to the LS from RAN4 [1], it has agreeded that UTRA Band B (Band XIX) is introduced. It is also clarified that the UE with Band XIX capability shall also supports the radio access capability of Band VI. RAN4 requests RAN2 to capture the fact in relevant specifications. 
2. Discussion
RAN4 has agreed that UTRA Band XIX UE shall have the radio access capability of Band VI and Band XIX because of the following reasons:

(1) UE RF requirements between Band VI and the new Band XIX are implicitly identical.

(2) Considering dual band operation of Band VI and Band B in UMTS network, if the new UTRA Band B UE does not have the Band VI capability, the UE considers the cell which operated as Band VI to be barred (details provided in the attached document)

RAN4 requests RAN2 to study whether the contents of “UTRA Band XIX UE shall have the radio access capability of Band VI and UTRA Band XIX.” can be captured in relevant specifications (such as TS25.306)
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Figure2-1

Figure 2-1 shows the case that the new Band XIX is deployed as an extension of Band VI. To support legacy UEs with capability of Band VI network would like to allocate Band VI for carrier#A and B, and Band XIX for newly deployed carrier#C. In this case if a UE with capability of Band XIX doesn’t indicate Band VI capability to the NW, the UE cannot access to Band VI. Of course basically it is assumed that the UE naturally indicate both Band XIX and VI capabilities if it supports both capabilities. But considering the deployment case above, it seems to be better to prevent such Band XIX UE does not indicate VI capability. Therefore it should be specified in relevant specification.
For RAN2 specification, we just consider only the signalled BAND capability (i.e. UE RA capability) from the UE. Therefore it seems to be enough just to be clarified that the UE with Band XIX shall signal both Band XIX and Band VI. For the Rel9 UE capability should be specified in 25.306, and for the Rel4 – Rel8 UEs release independence of UE Band is specified in 25.307.  

Proposal1:  RAN2 capture the fact that ‘UEs that support Band XIX shall support Band VI’ in TS25.306 and TS25.307.
3. Decision
Proposal1:  RAN2 capture the fact that ‘UEs that support Band XIX shall support Band VI’ in TS25.306 and TS25.307.
To introduce Band XIX, we would like to consider the proposal 1 and send LS back to RAN4. We have already capture the proposal1 in the draft CRs [2] to [9]
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