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1 Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk58594589]In RAN#90-e meeting, there was a discussion on whether new frequency range should be defined for 52.6 to71 GHz, but no conclusion was made. The discussion is captured in below note in the WID: “Note 5: RAN plenary will decide whether new FR (e.g. FR3) shall be defined for the frequency range from 52.6GHz-71GHz or the existing FR2 shall be extended to cover frequency range from 52.6GHz-71GHz”.
[bookmark: _GoBack]In RAN#91-e meeting, this issue was further discussed again, but still no conclusion was made due to splitting views on the necessity of introducing a new frequency range for 52.6 to 71 GHz. The following note was captured in the chairman notes, and RAN WG level analysis is required: “RAN1, RAN2 and RAN4 are asked to provide its analysis or recommendation to RAN#92E (June) on how to introduce the 52.6-71GHz frequency range”.   
This contribution summarizes our view for the definition of frequency range for 52.6 to 71 GHz, from RAN1 perspective.
2 Discussion
From RAN1 perspective, the technical difference between using FR2 or a new FR to define 52.6 to 71 GHz is really limited, and the most impact is the specification writing. Considering the work of Rel-17 52.6 to 71 GHz uses FR2 as a baseline, the specification change can be minimized if reusing the same name of frequency range. It can be expected that, if a new frequency range is introduced, a corresponding change could be needed whenever the wording “FR2” shows up in the RAN1 specification, if such specification is also applicable to the new frequency range. This will cause lots of work from the editor point of view, and reusing the same name of frequency range seems the best way to avoid duplicated specification effort.
Regarding the UE feature, we believe anyway all the features for Rel-17 52.6 to 71 GHz should be discussed again at the end of the WI, and reusing FR2 to define NR 52.6 to 71 GHz doesn’t imply all the UE features from FR2 will be automatically carried over to NR 52.6 to 71 GHz. In this sense, the impact is not essential.    
Meanwhile, as explained in our contribution to RAN#91e [1], the frequency range was introduced in the RAN4 specifications considering fundamentally whether conductive or OTA requirements is defined for different frequency bands, and introducing a new frequency range will cause tremendous amount of work in RAN4 and RAN5 specifications. Hence, we propose to reuse FR2 to define NR 52.6 to 71 GHz. 
Observation: The impact of defining NR 52.6 to 71 GHz to RAN1 is not as significant as the one to RAN4. 
Proposal: From RAN1 perspective, we prefer to reuse FR2 for defining NR 52.6 to 71 GHz.
3 Conclusion
The observation and proposal made in this contribution are summarized below:
Observation: The impact of defining NR 52.6 to 71 GHz to RAN1 is not as significant as the one to RAN4. 
Proposal: From RAN1 perspective, we prefer to reuse FR2 for defining NR 52.6 to 71 GHz.
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