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1. Overall Description: 
According to RAN4’s comment understanding, it is clear that such observations can be accessible：
· Question 1: FFS: Restrictions on supportable gaps and combinations of gaps between discontiguous blocks where 

· each block spans contiguous (one or) multiple successful LBT sub-bands

· each gap spans one or multiple contiguous unsuccessful LBT sub-bands

RAN4 understand the different cases for restrictions on supportable gaps and combinations of gaps between dis-contiguous blocks. Generally, RAN4 should define guard bands as constant values on either side of an LBT sub-band whether LBT is successful or not. And for each different contiguous sub-bands, the bandwidth of its guard band may be different if the sub-bands support different SCS, Channel Raster, etc. If that is the case, the combinations of gaps between dis-contiguous blocks can follow the manner of NR intra-band CA. 

For the case each block spans contiguous (one or) multiple successful LBT sub-bands, the combined gap can the difference between the two bandwidths of guard bands of each sub-band. Especially the gap can be zero between the intra-block contiguous sub-bands with the same bandwidth.

For the case each gap spans one or multiple contiguous unsuccessful LBT sub-bands, the definition above can be reused, while the intra-gap contiguous sub-bands can be optimized as the minimum guard band.

Otherwise, the guard band would be independent for the case each gap or block spans one or multiple non-contiguous LBT sub-bands.
· Question 2: FFS: Transmission bandwidth adaptation delay, potentially different delay for e.g., different number of supported gaps, different transmission bandwidths and different positions of the LBT sub-bands where transmissions occur.
RAN4 can decide to further discuss the transmission bandwidth adaptation delay and potentially different delay for different scenarios, and NR-U may have similar requirement with NR. 
According to current discussion for NR, BWP switching delay for 4 scenarios and 2 types of UE capability have been defined in section 8 of TS 38.133, considering changing RF/Baseband parameters including bandwidth, center frequency, SCS, etc. Base on this, RAN4 can further discuss the requirements of switching delay for NR-U.
· Question 3: FFS: Limit on the occupied LBT sub-bands due to regulation and coexistence considerations (not intended to imply that regulation and coexistence considerations will not be addressed)

Regarding TR 38.899 for NR-U SI, the adjacent channel coexistence simulation results will not be very different in NR-U compared to what we have seen in LAA studies. As the deployment scenario in NR-U is not very different compared to LAA deployment scenario, thus no new additional adjacent channel coexistence evaluations, e.g., unwanted emission requirements for NR-U would be required. 
The requirement of regulation and coexistence could be reused as LAA. If that is the case, the occupied LBT sub-bands may have no additional limitation.
2. Actions:

To RAN1/RAN2 WG: 
RAN4 kindly asks RAN1/RAN2 to take the above information into consideration.
3. Date of Next RAN4 Meetings:
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