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1 Introduction
Based on the discussion at previous RAN4 meetings, consensus on SIB1 signaling behaviour and the UE specific channel bandwidth configuration is needed prior to method evaluations can be concluded. It was discussed in last RAN4#104-e and RAN4#104-bis-e meeting. 
In this contribution, we provide further study on the remaining open issues.
2 Discussion
In last meeting RAN4#104-bis-e meeting, there is some progress made as below.
Issue 1-3: What is indicated in SIB1
· Option 1: A UE has freedom or flexibility to choose a supported UE channel bandwidth during the initial access as long as the selected channel bandwidth is no larger than the SIB1 channel bandwidth and no less than the bandwidth of the initial BWP.  
Moderator recommended WF: Agree Option 1.
Agreement:
· At least for Rel-18, it is possible to consider further enhancements that the UE specific channel bandwidth and BWPs of FR1 low-frequency bands can be on non-100kHz raster.
From RAN2 specification TS 38.331, the carrier bandwidth signalled in SIB1 can be any number of RBs less than 275 RBs. Meanwhile for UE specific channel bandwidth it is clear in the spec that network only configures channel bandwidth that corresponds to the channel bandwidth values defined in TS 38.101, and if these fields are absent, UE will use the carrier bandwidth signalled in the SIB1. The intention to introduce UE specific channel bandwidth is to allow the UE doesn’t support the cell-specific channel bandwidth can set the channel bandwidth in order to operate in a regulatory compliant way. Network should configure the cell-specific channel bandwidth in the SIB1 and UE specific channel bandwidth in connected mode properly to allow UE use the channel bandwidth and meet the regulatory requirements. If some of UEs support cell-specific channel bandwidth and some don’t, then network configure both carrier bandwidth in SIB1 and UE dedicated channel bandwidth that corresponds to 38.101 defined UE CBWs. If none of UE support the cell-specific channel bandwidth, the carrierBandwidth in SIB1 can be set to be different to the 38.101 defined UE CBWs, as agreed above, a UE has freedom or flexibility to choose a supported UE channel bandwidth during the initial access as long as the selected channel bandwidth is no larger than the SIB1 channel bandwidth and no less than the bandwidth of the initial BWP. There is no issue for UE access the cell via initial BWP and re-configured with UE-specific channel bandwidth in connected mode.
On the issue whether SIB1carrier bandwidth must be on the 100 KHz raster, based on our understanding for discussion in last meeting, companies tend to agree that it will not affect the interoperation. And in last meeting, chair suggest to restrict the scenarios to one or two bands in Rel-15/16/17. Hence we think it should not constrain the SIB1 channel bandwidth to be on 100 KHz since it does not have interoperation issue. Once it is identified as a useful case, it can be handled as an implementation solution or it would be possible to make a change in BS specification for a specific band.

Chair: In Rel-15/16/17, consider restrict the scenarios to one or two specific bands and address the issues. In Rel-18, RAN4 can discuss the general solutions.
Proposal 1: SIB 1 carrierBandwidth is allowed not to be aligned with 100KHz channel raster since there is no interoperation issue.
3 Conclusion
In this contribution, we provide our view to the remaining open issues on SIB1 signaling and CBW configuration. 
Proposal 1: SIB 1 carrierBandwidth is allowed not to be aligned with 100KHz channel raster since there is no interoperation issue.
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