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1. Introduction
In the past RAN4 meetings, the change of nominal channel spacing for CA is discussed. In this contribution, we provide our views on this issue.
2. Discussion
For the nominal channel spacing for CA, one issue was pointed out e.g. in [1-4], and the change of the existing core specification was proposed. In the last RAN4 #90 meeting, the WF was submitted [5], but it was just noted. The motivation to change the exiting specification comes from the fact that the nominal channel spacing is different among the SCS even in the same CA configuration, e.g. the nominal channel spacing for 20MHz + 20MHz is 19.995MHz for 15kHz SCS but 19.98MHz for 30kHz SCS. However, we should be careful to change the core specification at this moment since the core spec for early and normal drop were officially frozen. There would be a risk that an unnecessary change causes the delay of NR deployment schedule of operators. 
Proposal 1: The core specification for early and normal drop should be not changed if there is no critical issue in order not to delay the NR deployment schedule of operators.
If the nominal channel spacing for CA is changed, enough justification is required. However, it seems that there is no critical issue to have different nominal channel spacing for CA among SCS. From the specification of UE capability signalling in TS38.331, furthermore, UE needs to report the list of supported band combinations with some physical layer parameters for each component carrier, called FeatureSetCombination. By using this UE capability signalling, UE can indicate the supported band combinations with supported SCS as shown below. 
FeatureSetDownlinkPerCC ::=         SEQUENCE {
    supportedSubcarrierSpacingDL        SubcarrierSpacing,
    supportedBandwidthDL                SupportedBandwidth,
    channelBW-90mhz                     ENUMERATED {supported}                  OPTIONAL,
    maxNumberMIMO-LayersPDSCH           MIMO-LayersDL                           OPTIONAL,
    supportedModulationOrderDL          ModulationOrder                         OPTIONAL
}

For example, UE can indicate support of 20MHz + 20MHz with only 15kHz SCS. In such case, the nominal channel spacing for CA is obviously 19.995MHz based on the current RAN4 specification, and there would be no ambiguity for the definition of contiguous and non-contiguous CA.
Observation: From the exiting UE capability signalling, it seems that there is no ambiguity for the definition of contiguous and non-contiguous CA.
Proposal 2: Clarify enough justification to change the nominal channel spacing for CA if it is changed at this moment.
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we provide our views on the TRS configuration on FR2 UE demodulation requirements. Our observations and proposal are summarized below.
Proposal 1: The core specification for early and normal drop should be not changed if there is no critical issue in order not to delay the NR deployment schedule of operators.
Observation: From the exiting UE capability signalling, it seems that there is no ambiguity for the definition of contiguous and non-contiguous CA.
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