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1. Introduction
In the RAN2#120 meeting, a reply LS [1] was sent to RAN4 to indicate that no consensus on introducing of new signalling (e.g. maximum aggregated BW limitation). Based on this Reply LS, RAN4 provide another suggestion in [2], i.e. re-purposing the existing IE (intraBandFreqSeparationDL) to indicate UE’s maximum aggregated BW capability for contiguous CA. In this paper, we share our views on this candidate solution.
2. Discussion
According to [2], the recommended signaling structure by RAN4 is as shown in Fig 1 (a). 
	intraBandFreqSeparationDL, intraBandFreqSeparationDL-v1620
Indicates DL frequency separation class the UE supports, which indicates a maximum frequency separation between lower edge of lowest CC and upper edge of highest CC in a frequency band, for intra-band non-contiguous CA. The UE sets the same value in the FeatureSetDownlink of each band entry within a band. The values mhzX correspond to the values XMHz defined in TS 38.101-2 [3]. It is mandatory to report for UE which supports DL intra-band non-contiguous CA in FR2.
If the UE sets the field intraBandFreqSeparationDL-v1620 it shall set intraBandFreqSeparationDL (without suffix) to the nearest smaller value.
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Fig 1:  Ran4 suggestion on maximum bandwidth per band per BC
From the above Fig 1, we can see that there is no essential difference between the solution with newly added maximum bandwidth and the solution with reusing the “intraBandFreqSeparationDL”.
Observation 1：There is no essential difference between the solution with newly added maximum bandwidth and the solution with reusing the “intraBandFreqSeparationDL”.
Furthermore, for the BC with both intra-band contiguous and non-contiguous CA, both “maximum aggregated bandwidth” and “maximum frequency separation ”would be needed, in other words, “ re-purposing the existing IE intraBandFreqSeparationDL to indicate UE’s maximum aggregated BW capability for contiguous CA.” are not applicable to such kind of BC.
Observation 2: “Re-purposing the existing IE “intraBandFreqSeparationDL” to indicate UE’s maximum aggregated BW capability for contiguous CA” are not applicable to the BC with both intra-band contiguous and non-contiguous CA.
Proposal 1: Include the above 2 observations to the Reply LS.
3. Conclusion and proposals
With the above analysis, we have the following proposals:
Observation 1：There is no essential difference between the solution with newly added maximum bandwidth and the solution with reusing the “intraBandFreqSeparationDL”.
Observation 2: “Re-purposing the existing IE “intraBandFreqSeparationDL” to indicate UE’s maximum aggregated BW capability for contiguous CA” are not applicable to the BC with both intra-band contiguous and non-contiguous CA.
Proposal 1: Include the above 2 observations to the Reply LS.
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