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1. Background
In R1-2003271 [1] RAN1 received an LS from RAN4 to ask the following questions.

	RAN4 would like to ask for the feedback from RAN2 and RAN1 on whether the UE shall declare beam failure due to LBT failures when configured with RRC-based active TCI state switching. Unlike with MAC-CE based active TCI state switching, the UE is not able to go back to the old TCI state either. At the same time, the UE’s TCI state in this scenario has to be unambiguously known.


2. Discussions
From our understanding the issue happens when the gNB sends a RRC reconfiguration command to change the active TCI state, and the UE does not detect the reference signal corresponding to the target TCI state. However, the UE cannot go back to the previous state due to the RRC configuration is changed. 
On the other hand, in NRU, RAN1 has not spent any time on the discussions about the mechanism of the beam failure detection as well as the beam failure recovery. Note that a simple reuse Rel.15 mechanism might not be reasonable in the context of NRU. One example is that the Rel. 15 beam failure detection mechanism does not take into account the LBT failure which is specific to unlicensed spectrum. But it should not understood that no discussion does not imply that there is no issue. But rather it means that the BFD enhancement in the unlicensed spectrum is not prioritized in the current NRU Rel.16, provided that there were quite a lot of design objectives that were down-prioritized in RAN#86 meeting. 

Observation 1: enhancement on beam failure detection for NRU has been down-prioritized in NRU Rel. 16. But it does not imply that Rel. 15 mechanism can work properly. 
To us, the issue raised by RAN4 for active TCI state switching is related to the BFD in NRU, for which a simple decision to declare beam failure might not be suitable. We propose that this issue should be further studied in 60GHz NRU study and without making decision for Rel.16. 
Proposal 1: Consider postponing the decision to later release until the design for the BFD mechanism in NRU is clear. 
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed LS received from RAN4 to RAN1 on the beam failure declaration during active TCI state switching. The following observation and proposal is drawn.
Observation 1: enhancement on beam failure detection for NRU has been down-prioritized in NRU Rel. 16. But it does not imply that Rel. 15 mechanism can work properly. 

Proposal 1: Consider postponing the decision to later release until the design for the BFD mechanism in NRU is clear. 
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