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Introduction
In the past RAN4#98e-Bis meeting, there were some initial discussions on introduction of Ka band for NTN WID, however based on the GTW conclusion, it was recommended to further discuss this issue at RAN plenary level, therefore in this contribution, views from our side are further elaborated.
Agreements:
· It’s FFS whether Ka bands can be introduced in the Rel-17 NTN WD as exemplary band with FR2 usage assumption pending on RAN-P decision. 
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The discussions on the introduction of satellite bands (Ku band or Ka band), which is falling fully or partly in 7-24GHz frequency range, has been triggered in last RAN#90e meeting [3] without specific conclusions to consider these bands in current phase especially considering the high workload for NTN WID. 
With consideration on the previous discussion, the necessity and corresponding timeline for discussion on these bands are provided: 
· Firstly, for downlink of Ka band, since it is falling within 7-24 GHz frequency range, coexistence evaluation between TN and NTN are needed to define the corresponding RF requirements. However based on the current status of 7-24GHz frequency range, it seems premature to consider coexistence evaluation between TN and NTN in the downlink of Ka band since BS/UE RF requirements of TN are still pending on the further discussions in normative WID phase.
For the uplink of Ka band, since it is also within existing FR2 bands, some DL-UL cross link interference could be foreseen between TN and NTN. In this way, the carefully study is needed to guarantee the performance of already deployed TN network. Moreover, the terminal types for NTN in Ka band is also not clear and justified till now and it should follow either the “VAST” UE as proposed for FR2 or handheld device as proposed for FR1. In this case, if the handheld UE is prioritized for Ka bands, then as mentioned in [4], the large frequency span between DL and UL might cause the challenge to implement DL and UL with common antenna. And if the separated antenna for DL and UL is adopted, it might be also challenging to implement it in practice due to the limited space freedom of UE antenna placement. 
· Moreover, based on the latest discussion on NTN coexistence scenarios in RAN4#98e meeting, extremely high workload could be foreseen which is even much higher than the introduction of NR in Rel-15 phase, therefore it’s essential and reasonable to control the NTN workload in a manageable manner, otherwise the whole work schedule of NTN introduction might be jeopardized. 
Based on the above considerations, from general working procedure perspective, in our view, the discussion on NTN band in FR2 (e.g., Ku band or Ka band) should be postponed until sufficient progress on 7-24GHz has been achieved. 
Proposal: Discussion on Ka band for NTN should be postponed until sufficient progress on 7-24GHz is achieved.
Conclusions
In this contribution, we shared some further inputs on introduction of FR2 band (e.g., Ka) into NTN WID and proposal is made as following:
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