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1. Overall Description:
RAN2 would like to thank RAN4for the LS on new contiguous BW classes for legacy networks. According to the RAN2’s discussion, RAN2 has below issues need to be further clarified.

(1) About the FBG5 Classes:
RAN2 have below 3 observations:
· Observation 1: The <Aggregated channel bandwidth, Number of contiguous CC> of FBG 2 bandwidth classes are covered by that of FBG 5 bandwidth classes.
· Observation 2: The <Aggregated channel bandwidth, Number of contiguous CC> of FBG 3 bandwidth classes are partly overlapped with that of FBG 5 bandwidth classes.
· Observation 3: The old gNB can’t understand FBG 5 bandwidth class (e.g. when the UE get the UE capabiliy from a R17 gNB then handover to an old gNB, or when the UE move to an old gNB at idle state and then establish connection with old gNB), then the network may ignore the BC with FBG 5 bandwidth class.
Ran2 would like to ask RAN4 to confirm whether the above understanding is correct and if correct, RAN2 wants to further confirm whether the BC with FGB2 bandwidth class can be seen as a fallback of a BC with FBG5 bandwidth class.

(2) About the Newly added IE for the maximum bandwidth:
· About the inter-operability, RAN2 would like to ask RAN4 to clarify the below issues about the new IE.
a. What does absence of this IE mean for the FBG 5 in R17? Does it mean 1600 M or no additional maximum bandwidth limitation? If absence means no limitation, does it mean that for the bandwidth class R9~R12, it shall always report this new IE?
b. [bookmark: _GoBack]What about the value range of the new IE, e.g. whether it can be larger than 1600 M?
· About the efficiency, according to the RAN2’s analysis, the size of FeatureSetUplink(Downlink) list may be increased significantly especially when multiple maximum values were introduced.
RAN2 respectfully asks RAN4 to take the above into account, and provide feedback.
2. Actions:

To RAN4 group:
ACTION: RAN2 respectfully asks RAN4 to take the above into account, and provide feedback.
.
3. Date of Next TSG-RAN2 Meetings:
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