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Introduction
Briefly introduce background, the scope of this email discussion (e.g. list of treated agenda items) and provide some guidelines for email discussion if necessary.
Email discussion for contributions submitted under agenda items 5.15.4 and 5.15.1 for NR support for dedicated spectrum less than 5MHz for FR1.
List of candidate target of email discussion for 1st round and 2nd round 
· [bookmark: _Hlk127869383]1st round: Discussion and agreement on open issues listed below.
· [bookmark: _Hlk127869396]2nd round: Continue discussion and agreement on open issues listed below.
Topic #1: BS RF requirements
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2304123
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
		NR BS RF Tx/Rx requirement
	Proposal for NR 3 MHz

	6.2 Base station output power
	FFS the following options:
Option 1: No specification impact
Option 2: For band n100, the additional requirement shall be scaled for 3 MHz to keep PSD constant.
For band n100, keep the current additional requirement and add an informative note stating that the requirement can be reviewed when the related ECC decision are clearly defined for 3 MHz channel bandwidth.

	6.3.2 RE power control dynamic range
	No specification impact

	6.3.3 Total power dynamic range
	Minimum requirement calculated according to transmission bandwidth configuration in Table 6.3.3.2-1.

	6.3.4 NB-IoT RB power dynamic range for NB-IoT operation in NR in-band
	No specification impact

	6.4 Transmit ON/OFF power
	No specification impact

	6.5 Transmitted signal quality
	No specification impact

	6.6.2 Occupied bandwidth
	No specification impact

	6.6.3 Adjacent Channel Leakage Power Ratio
	Same requirement limits as other channel bandwidth, but assume different adjacent channel carriers in Table 6.6.3.2-1 and Table 6.6.3.2-2a.

	6.6.4 Operating band unwanted emissions
	A new OBUE mask shall be specified, based on LTE 3 MHz one.
FFS: For band n100, an additional requirement for 3 MHz channel BW should also be added.


	6.6.4 Transmitter spurious emissions
	No specification impact

	6.7 Transmitter intermodulation
	No specification impact

	7.2 Reference sensitivity level 
	Add minimum requirements for 3 MHz in Table 7.2.2-1, Table 7.2.2-2 and Table 7.2.2-3. Scaling from 5 MHz can be used if the same SU as LTE 3 MHz is adopted.

	7.3 Dynamic range
	Add minimum requirements for 3 MHz in Table 7.3.2-1, Table 7.3.2-2 and Table 7.3.2-3. Scaling from 5 MHz can be used if the same SU as LTE 3 MHz is adopted.

	7.4.1 Adjacent Channel Selectivity (ACS)
	Same requirement limits as other channel bandwidth in Table 7.4.1.2-1, but assume different adjacent channel carriers in Table 7.4.1.2-2.

	7.4.2 In-band blocking
	Same requirement limits as other channel bandwidth, but assume different adjacent channel carriers in Table 7.4.2.2-1, Table 7.4.2.2-2 and Table 7.4.2.2-3.
FFS: For band n100, an additional narrow band blocking requirement for 3 MHz channel BW shall also be added.


	7.5 Out-of-band blocking 
	No specification impact


	7.6 Receiver spurious emissions
	No specification impact

	7.7 Receiver intermodulation
	Same requirement limits as other channel bandwidth, but assume different adjacent channel carriers in Table 7.7.2-2 and Table 7.7.2-4.
FFS: For band n100, an additional narrowband intermodulation requirement for 3 MHz channel BW shall also be added.

	7.8 In-channel selectivity
	Add minimum requirements for 3 MHz in Table 7.8.2-1, Table 7.8.2-2 and Table 7.8.2-3. Requirement limits depend on ICS FRC to be defined for 3MHz.


Proposal 1: To approve the above table for conducted requirements in TS 38.104 for NR support for dedicated spectrum less than 5MHz for FR1.
Observation 1:

	R4-2304572
	Ericsson
	Proposal 1: Specify 3 MHz channel BW only for BS type 1-C in the scope of this WI. 
Proposal 2: Specify BS maximum output power limit for 3 MHz channel bandwidth. This limit should be derived from the calculated LRTC in ECC Report 318 based on the agreed methodology (statistical approach). 
Proposal 3: RAN4 should not specify any additional OBUE limits when introducing 3 MHz channel bandwidth. 
Proposal 4: Specify additional blocking requirement for 3 MHz channel bandwidth in band n100.
Proposal 5: Specify additional receiver intermodulation requirement for 3 MHz channel bandwidth in band n100.
Proposal 6: RAN4 shall agree on how to derive the 3 MHz limits for REFSENS and dynamic range, either by running link simulation for 3 MHz channel bandwidth or by scaling the 5 MHz channel bandwidth limits.
Observation 1:



Open issues summary
Before Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.
Sub-topic 1-1
Sub-topic description:
Open issues and candidate options before meeting:
Issue 1-1: Conducted requirements
· Proposals
· See contributions summary in 1.1
· Recommended WF
· Combine all proposals into one table
	NR BS RF Tx/Rx requirement
	Proposal for NR 3 MHz

	6.2 Base station output power
	For band n100, keep the current additional requirement and add an informative note stating that the requirement can be reviewed when the related ECC decision are clearly defined for 3 MHz channel bandwidth.

	6.3.2 RE power control dynamic range
	No specification impact

	6.3.3 Total power dynamic range
	Minimum requirement calculated according to transmission bandwidth configuration in Table 6.3.3.2-1.

	6.3.4 NB-IoT RB power dynamic range for NB-IoT operation in NR in-band
	No specification impact

	6.4 Transmit ON/OFF power
	No specification impact

	6.5 Transmitted signal quality
	No specification impact

	6.6.2 Occupied bandwidth
	No specification impact

	6.6.3 Adjacent Channel Leakage Power Ratio
	Same requirement limits as other channel bandwidth, but assume different adjacent channel carriers in Table 6.6.3.2-1 and Table 6.6.3.2-2a.

	6.6.4 Operating band unwanted emissions
	A new OBUE mask shall be specified, based on LTE 3 MHz one

	6.6.4 Transmitter spurious emissions
	No specification impact

	6.7 Transmitter intermodulation
	No specification impact

	7.2 Reference sensitivity level 
	Add minimum requirements for 3 MHz in Table 7.2.2-1, Table 7.2.2-2 and Table 7.2.2-3. Scaling from 5 MHz can be used.

	7.3 Dynamic range
	Add minimum requirements for 3 MHz in Table 7.3.2-1, Table 7.3.2-2 and Table 7.3.2-3. Scaling from 5 MHz can be used.

	7.4.1 Adjacent Channel Selectivity (ACS)
	Same requirement limits as other channel bandwidth in Table 7.4.1.2-1, but assume different adjacent channel carriers in Table 7.4.1.2-2.

	7.4.2 In-band blocking
	Same requirement limits as other channel bandwidth, but assume different adjacent channel carriers in Table 7.4.2.2-1, Table 7.4.2.2-2 and Table 7.4.2.2-3.
For band n100, an additional narrow band blocking requirement for 3 MHz channel BW shall also be added.


	7.5 Out-of-band blocking 
	No specification impact


	7.6 Receiver spurious emissions
	No specification impact

	7.7 Receiver intermodulation
	Same requirement limits as other channel bandwidth, but assume different adjacent channel carriers in Table 7.7.2-2 and Table 7.7.2-4.
For band n100, an additional narrowband intermodulation requirement for 3 MHz channel BW shall also be added.

	7.8 In-channel selectivity
	Add minimum requirements for 3 MHz in Table 7.8.2-1, Table 7.8.2-2 and Table 7.8.2-3. Requirement limits depend on ICS FRC to be defined for 3MHz.

	A.1	Fixed Reference Channels for reference sensitivity level, ACS, in-band blocking, out-of-band blocking, receiver intermodulation and in-channel selectivity (QPSK, R=1/3)
	Add FRC parameters for 3 MHz in Table A.1-1.

	A.2	Fixed Reference Channels for dynamic range (16QAM, R=2/3)
	Add FRC parameters for 3 MHz in Table A.2-1.

	B.5.2	Window length
	Add EVM window length for 3 MHz in Table B.5.2-1



Sub-topic 1-2
Sub-topic description 
Open issues and candidate options before meeting:
Issue 1-2: Radiated requirements
· Proposals
· Option 1: Specify 3 MHz channel BW only for BS type 1-C in the scope of this WI. (Ericsson)
· Option 2: RAN4 first focus on 1-C requirements, further collect the input from operators in the 4 bands list in the WID for the needs of 1-H and 1-O radiated requirements. (Agreed WF in R4-2302915)
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
One of the two formats, i.e. either example 1 or 2 can be used by moderators.
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	Sub topic 1-1: 
Sub topic 1-2:
….
Others:

	ZTE
	Sub topic 1-1:
We think it needs to run link simulation for added FRC, and we would like to provide associated simulation results in next meeting.
Sub topic 1-2:
Agree with option 2.

	Ericsson
	Sub topic 1-1: 
We don’t agree with 6.2: an informative note is not the correct way forward, RAN4 shall specify a corresponding requirement for 3 MHz channel BW. One option is RAN4 to reuse the methodology used by CEPT to derive the LTRC values for 5 MHz. Another option is to send  a LS to CEPT but that might delay RAN4. 
For the additional requirements (in-band blocking and Rx intermodulation), RAN4 should discuss in the 2nd round if RAN4 sends LS to ETSI TC RT as it was done to derive those additional requirements from ECC Decision, or if RAN4 defines them based on the approach taken by ETSI TC RT.
Also, in the 2nd round, RAN4 should align how to determine REFSENS/Dynamic range requirements, if this is done by BW scaling or if link simulations are needed.

Sub topic 1-2: We welcome any feedback from operators in this 1st round, if OTA requirements are needed for BS operating in those bands. It should also be noted that ECC Decision(20)02 excludes AAS BS support (n100). 
And if no request is received in the 1st round, we suggest to close this open issue and only specify 1-C. 

	Nokia
	Sub topic 1-1: 
On clause 6.2, we can discuss whether to use the current 5 MHz channel formula for n100 or send an LS to CEPT in the on-line session to agree the WF.
On clauses 7.4.2 and 7.7, we can discuss whether to use current approach for n100 or send an LS to ETSI TC RT. 
On new FRC, we have provided simulation results in the annex of R4-2300198 which show that the differences in the required SNR to achieve 5% BLER (95% throughput) are around 0.15 dB and 0 dB, respectively, for PUSCH and PDSCH. Thus we propose to use scaling from 5 MHz to define the Refsens and Receiver dynamic range requirements.
Sub topic 1-2: Ok with option 1 if no operator request is received in this meeting.

	Huawei
	Sub topic 1-1: 
6.2: according to our understanding, 3MHz for n100 was envisioned for GMS-R refarming purposes, and therefore no explicit limits were captured in the ECC decision. Suggest to keep this item open for now and have more discussion. Agree with Ericsson that a Note is not appropriate approach. 
For clarification: the ECC baseline for n100 narrowband IMD requirement was the same as for the blocking requirement, i.e. table 12 in ECC 20(02). 
Sub topic 1-2: agree that in the baseline ECC studies. only non-AAS BS were considered. At least for n100 we shall align the approach with the previous requirements. For other bands in question: agree with the comments above – lets double check interest, while it is seen unlikely to be practical to deploy AAS below 1 GHz.

	UIC
	Sub topic 1-1
6.2 Base station output power: UIC would like to prose RAN4 to request ECC if there is a need te define a maximum BS output power for a 3MHz CBW, and if so what that maximum should be.



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic #1-1
	Tentative agreements:
One company suggested there is no need to add an additional requirement for 3 MHz channel bandwidth in band n100 and existing additional requirement, which is channel bandwidth agnostic, can apply, no company raised concern, this should be agreeable.
Two companies suggested existing G-FR1-A1-7 can be reused for 3 MHz channel bandwidth Refsens, no company raised concern, this should be agreeable.
One company suggested adding EVM window length for 3 MHz channel bandwidth in Table B.5.2-1, no company raised concern, this should be agreeable.
Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd round:
Two companies suggested sending LS to ECC WG FM for the maximum BS output power for 3 MHz channel bandwidth in band n100. LS should be discussed and, if agreed to be necessary, approved in the 2nd round.
One company suggested sending LS to ETSI TC RT for the receiver narrowband blocking and IMD for 3 MHz channel bandwidth. LS should be discussed and, if agreed to be necessary, approved in the 2nd round.
One company suggested running link level simulation for added FRC for 3MHz channel bandwidth receiver dynamic range and ICS, FRC parameters to be used for simulation should be discussed and agreed in the 2nd round.

	Sub-topic #1-2
	Tentative agreements:
Two companies suggested no need for radiated requirements in band n100, this should be agreeable.
Three companies suggested no need for radiated requirements in other bands listed in the WIDS, unless operator request is received in this meeting, this should be agreeable.
Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd round:
Receive, if any, operator request on the need of radiated requirements in other bands listed in the WIDS.



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Sub-topic #1-1:
Issue 1-1: LS to ECC WG FM for the maximum BS output power for 3 MHz channel bandwidth in band n100.
Issue 1-2: LS to ETSI TC RT for the receiver narrowband blocking and IMD for 3 MHz channel bandwidth.
Issue 1-3: FRC parameters to be used for link level simulation for added FRC for 3MHz channel bandwidth receiver dynamic range and ICS.
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	Issue 1-1: 
Issue 1-2:
Issue 1-3:



Topic #2: CR drafting
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2304122
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Proposal 1: Approve the work split in Table 1 to guide the BS RF CR drafting.
Table 1: RAN4 work split for BS RF CR
	NR BS RF Tx/Rx requirement
	Responsible company

	6.2 Base station output power
	TBD

	6.3.2 RE power control dynamic range
	No specification impact

	6.3.3 Total power dynamic range
	TBD

	6.3.4 NB-IoT RB power dynamic range for NB-IoT operation in NR in-band
	No specification impact

	6.4 Transmit ON/OFF power
	No specification impact

	6.5 Transmitted signal quality
	No specification impact

	6.6.2 Occupied bandwidth
	No specification impact

	6.6.3 Adjacent Channel Leakage Power Ratio
	TBD

	6.6.4 Operating band unwanted emissions
	TBD 

	6.6.4 Transmitter spurious emissions
	No specification impact

	6.7 Transmitter intermodulation
	No specification impact

	7.2 Reference sensitivity level 
	TBD

	7.3 Dynamic range
	TBD

	7.4.1 Adjacent Channel Selectivity (ACS)
	TBD

	7.4.2 In-band blocking
	TBD

	7.5 Out-of-band blocking 
	No specification impact


	7.6 Receiver spurious emissions
	No specification impact

	7.7 Receiver intermodulation
	TBD

	7.8 In-channel selectivity
	TBD


Observation 1:

	R4-2304573
	Ericsson
	Proposal 1: Draft CR to TS 38.104
Observation 1: 

	R4-2305362
	ZTE Corporation
	Proposal 1: Draft CR to TS 38.104
Observation 1: 



Open issues summary
Before Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.
Sub-topic 2-1
Sub-topic description:
Open issues and candidate options before meeting:
Issue 2-1: CR drafting
· Proposals
· See contributions summary in 2.1
· Recommended WF
· Approve the work split in Table 1 to guide the BS RF CR drafting, volunteering companies please put their names in places of ‘TBD’ in Table 1 and provide corresponding Draft CRs in next meeting.
· Note the Draft CRs in R4-2304573 and R4-2305362, taking comments from companies in this meeting for CR drafting in next meeting.
Table 1: RAN4 work split for BS RF CR
	NR BS RF Tx/Rx requirement
	Responsible company

	5.2	Operating bands
	No specification impact

	5.3	BS channel bandwidth
	Ericsson

	5.3A BS channel bandwidth for CA
	No specification impact

	5.4	Channel arrangement
	Ericsson

	6.2 Base station output power
	Ericsson

	6.3.2 RE power control dynamic range
	No specification impact

	6.3.3 Total power dynamic range
	Nokia

	6.3.4 NB-IoT RB power dynamic range for NB-IoT operation in NR in-band
	No specification impact

	6.4 Transmit ON/OFF power
	No specification impact

	6.5 Transmitted signal quality
	No specification impact

	6.6.2 Occupied bandwidth
	No specification impact

	6.6.3 Adjacent Channel Leakage Power Ratio
	Nokia

	6.6.4 Operating band unwanted emissions
	Nokia 

	6.6.4 Transmitter spurious emissions
	No specification impact

	6.7 Transmitter intermodulation
	No specification impact

	7.2 Reference sensitivity level 
	ZTE
Ericsson

	7.3 Dynamic range
	ZTE
Ericsson

	7.4.1 Adjacent Channel Selectivity (ACS)
	ZTE

	7.4.2 In-band blocking
	ZTE, Huawei

	7.5 Out-of-band blocking 
	No specification impact


	7.6 Receiver spurious emissions
	No specification impact

	7.7 Receiver intermodulation
	ZTE, Huawei 

	7.8 In-channel selectivity
	ZTE

	A.1	Fixed Reference Channels for reference sensitivity level, ACS, in-band blocking, out-of-band blocking, receiver intermodulation and in-channel selectivity (QPSK, R=1/3)
	ZTE

	A.2	Fixed Reference Channels for dynamic range (16QAM, R=2/3)
	ZTE

	B.5.2	Window length
	ZTE


Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
CRs/TPs comments collection
For close-to-finalize WIs and maintenance work, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For ongoing WIs, suggest to focus on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2304573
	ZTE: For reference sensitivity, it can reuse G-FR1-A1-7 FRC parameters. For ICS, it needs to add FRC parameters with 9 RBs.

	
	Nokia:
- Table 5.3.2-1 has '5 MHz' instead of '3 MHz' column heading;
- a new band list should be added for new 3MHz OBUE tables;
- existing G-FR1-A1-7 can be reused for 3 MHz Refsens;
- receiver dynamic range should be scale for 2.2 dB instead of 2 dB in Table 7.3.2-1;
- wanted signal for ACS requirement should be 8 dB instead of 6 dB relaxed in Table 7.4.1.2-1, and interfering signal centre frequency offset should be calculated using 5 MHz interfering signal in Table 7.4.1.2-2;
- interfering signal centre frequency offset should be 255 kHz in Table 7.4.2.2-3 and Table 7.4.2.5-2;
- 3 MHz interfering signal centre frequency offset should be 270 kHz and 780 kHz in Table 7.7.2-4 and Table 7.7.3-2;
- interfering signal mean power should be 2.2 dB instead of 2.3 dB offset from 5 MHz in clause 7.8.2; need for radiated requirements are TBD.

	
	

	R4-2305362
	Ericsson: 
Sub-clauses 5.3.2, 5.3.3, 5.3.5, 5.4.2 and 6.6.3 are missing
6.2.4: To be checked with CEPT method (LTRC and statistical approach).
OBUE: Instead of a specific statement listing the targeted band, it would be better to add the table and refer to it in the 1st sentence of 6.6.4.2.1. We know from 5.3.5-1 which channel BW is supported in which band.
REFSENS, Dynamic Range, … limits: RAN4 should first agree on the taken approach (e.g. BW scaling)
7.4.2.2-3: Interferer offset: Shouldn’t it 247.5 instead of 255?
7.2.2-2: The reference to note 1 is missing in type of interferer. 
Additional requirements for n100: TBD
OTA: see issue 1-2

	
	Nokia:
- Required changes for 3MHz ACLR is missing in clause 6.6.3.2;
- a new note should be added for 15 RBs in Table 7.7.2-2;
- interfering signal mean power should be 2.2 dB instead of 2.3 dB offset from 5 MHz in clause 7.8.2.

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic #2-1
	Tentative agreements:
Four companies volunteered to provide corresponding Draft CRs in next meeting. To distribute the workload among companies more evenly, the following work split should be agreeable.
Table 1: RAN4 work split for BS RF CR
	NR BS RF Tx/Rx requirement
	Responsible company

	5.2	Operating bands
	No specification impact

	5.3	BS channel bandwidth
	Ericsson

	5.3A BS channel bandwidth for CA
	No specification impact

	5.4	Channel arrangement
	Ericsson

	6.2 Base station output power
	Ericsson

	6.3.2 RE power control dynamic range
	No specification impact

	6.3.3 Total power dynamic range
	Nokia

	6.3.4 NB-IoT RB power dynamic range for NB-IoT operation in NR in-band
	No specification impact

	6.4 Transmit ON/OFF power
	No specification impact

	6.5 Transmitted signal quality
	No specification impact

	6.6.2 Occupied bandwidth
	No specification impact

	6.6.3 Adjacent Channel Leakage Power Ratio
	Nokia

	6.6.4 Operating band unwanted emissions
	Nokia 

	6.6.4 Transmitter spurious emissions
	No specification impact

	6.7 Transmitter intermodulation
	No specification impact

	7.2 Reference sensitivity level 
	Ericsson

	7.3 Dynamic range
	Ericsson

	7.4.1 Adjacent Channel Selectivity (ACS)
	ZTE

	7.4.2 In-band blocking
	Huawei

	7.5 Out-of-band blocking 
	No specification impact


	7.6 Receiver spurious emissions
	No specification impact

	7.7 Receiver intermodulation
	Huawei 

	7.8 In-channel selectivity
	ZTE

	A.1	Fixed Reference Channels for reference sensitivity level, ACS, in-band blocking, out-of-band blocking, receiver intermodulation and in-channel selectivity (QPSK, R=1/3)
	ZTE

	A.2	Fixed Reference Channels for dynamic range (16QAM, R=2/3)
	ZTE

	B.5.2	Window length
	ZTE



Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd round:
No need for 2nd round.



CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 1st round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”

	R4-2304573
	Noted

	R4-2305362
	Noted



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator can provide summary of 2nd round here. Note that recommended decisions on tdocs should be provided in the section titled ”Recommendations for Tdocs”.

Recommendations for Tdocs
1st round 
New tdocs
	New Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	Comments

	
	WF on …
	YYY
	

	
	LS on …
	ZZZ
	To: RAN_X; Cc: RAN_Y

	
	LS on maximum BS output power for 3 MHz channel bandwidth in the paired frequency bands 874.4-880.0 MHz and 919.4-925.0 MHz for Railway Mobile Radio (RMR)
	UIC
	To: ECC WG FM

	
	LS on receiver narrowband blocking for 3 MHz channel bandwidth in the paired frequency bands 874.4-880.0 MHz and 919.4-925.0 MHz for Railway Mobile Radio (RMR)
	Ericsson
	To: ETSI TC RT

	
	WF on FRC parameters for link level simulation for added FRC
	ZTE
	

	
	WF on BS RF requirements
	Nokia
	



Existing tdocs
	Tdoc number
	Revised to
	Title
	Source
	Recommendation  
	Comments

	R4-23xxxxx
	
	CR on …
	XXX
	Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
	

	R4-2304123
	
	BS RF specification impact for NR support for dedicated spectrum less than 5MHz for FR1
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Noted
	

	R4-2304572
	
	Spectrum les than 5 MHz - BS RF requirements
	Ericsson
	Noted
	

	R4-2304122
	
	Work split for BS RF CR drafting for NR support for dedicated spectrum less than 5MHz for FR1
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Noted
	

	R4-2304573
	
	Draft CR to TS 38.104 - Introduction of 3 MHz channel bandwidth
	Ericsson
	Noted
	

	R4-2305362
	
	draft CR to TS38.104 the introduction of 3 MHz channel bandwidth
	ZTE Corporation
	Noted
	



Notes:
1) Please include the summary of recommendations for all tdocs across all sub-topics incl. existing and new tdocs.
2) For the Recommendation column please include one of the following: 
a. CRs/TPs: Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
b. Other documents: Agreeable, Revised, Noted
3) For new LS documents, please include information on To/Cc WGs in the comments column
4) Do not include hyper-links in the documents

2nd round 

	Tdoc number
	Revised to
	Title
	Source
	Recommendation  
	Comments

	R4-23xxxxx
	
	CR on …
	XXX
	Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
	

	R4-23xxxxx
	
	WF on …
	YYY
	Agreeable, Revised, Noted
	

	R4-23xxxxx
	
	LS on …
	ZZZ
	Agreeable, Revised, Noted
	

	
	
	
	
	
	



Notes:
1) Please include the summary of recommendations for all tdocs across all sub-topics.
2) For the Recommendation column please include one of the following: 
a. CRs/TPs: Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
b. Other documents: Agreeable, Revised, Noted
3) Do not include hyper-links in the documents

