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Introductions
In this contribution, we share our view on the remaining issues on Rel-16 UE features, including the following work items. 
· NRU
· URLLC/IIOT
· Positioning
· 5G V2X
· eMIMO
Remaining issues for NRU UE features
For NRU UE features, there are two remaining aspects to be discussed: licensed applicability of some FGs and basic FGs for mapping to different scenarios.
Regarding licensed applicability of FGs, 3 FGs are agreed to extend to licensed spectrum and 4 FGs are applicable for unlicensed band only as summarized below according to the agreements in RAN1 101-e:
	10-8
	Type B PDSCH length {3, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13} without DMRS shift due to CRS collision
	Both licensed and unlicensed band

	10-11
	SRS starting position at any OFDM symbol in a slot
	Both licensed and unlicensed band

	10-17
	Multi-PUSCH UL grant
	Both licensed and unlicensed band

	10-10
	RSSI and channel occupancy measurement and reporting
	Unlicensed band only

	10-20
	Support search space set configuration with freqMonitorLocation-r16
	Unlicensed band only

	10-14
	Non-numerical PDSCH to HARQ-ACK timing
	Unlicensed band only

	10-28
	Configured grant with Rel-16 enhanced resource configuration
	Unlicensed band only



For other FGs, the baseline for each NRU UE feature should be applicable to unlicensed band only unless it is agreed to extend to licensed band if beneficial for licensed operation. In [2], the following FGs are listed as candidates for continual discussion on whether to extend licensed band:
· 10-9    Search space set group switching with explicit DCI 2_0 bit field trigger or with implicit PDCCH decoding with DCI 2_0 monitoring
· 10-9b    Search space set group switching with implicit PDCCH decoding without DCI 2_0 monitoring
· 10-9c    Joint search space group switching across multiple cells
· 10-9d    Support Search space set group switching capability 2
· 10-15    Enhanced dynamic HARQ codebook
· 10-16    One-shot HARQ ACK feedback
For search space set (SS) group switching related features (10-9, 10-9b, 10-9c, 10-9d), it is beneficial for power saving purpose in licensed band, i.e. one SS with sparse PDCCH monitoring in power saving mode and switch to another SS with frequent PDCCH monitoring when traffic arrives. For other features such as 10-15 and 10-16, we do not see the need of extension to licensed band since it is introduced due to LBT requirement on unlicensed band which doesn’t exist in licensed band. 
[bookmark: _Ref37249288]Proposal 2.1: SS group switching related features (10-9, 10-9b, 10-9c, 10-9d) could be extended to licensed band.
Proposal 2.2: For FGs that are not agreed to be extended to licensed use, they are unlicensed band only in default and add a note “the signaling is per band but is only expected for a band where shared spectrum channel access must be used”.
Regarding basic FG definition, the following FGs are listed as candidate basic FGs in [3] and our view is provided below:
	FG
	Description
	Our view

	10-1
	UL channel access for dynamic channel access mode  
	It should be basic FG for standalone and LAA DL+UL scenario with LBE since LBT is mandatory for UL transmission.

	10-1a
	UL channel access for semi-static channel access mode
	It should be basic FG for standalone and LAA DL+UL scenario with FBE since LBT is mandatory for UL transmission. 

	10-2
	SSB-based RRM for dynamic channel access mode
	It should be basic FG for standalone scenario with LBE since it is needed for mobility measurement.

	10-2a
	SSB-based RRM for semi-static channel access mode
	It should be basic FG for standalone scenario with FBE since it is needed for mobility measurement.

	10-2b
	MIB reading on unlicensed cell
	It should be basic FG for standalone scenario since it is needed for initial access.

	10-2c
	SSB-based RLM for dynamic channel access mode
	It should be basic FG at least for standalone scenario with LBE since it is needed for link reliability.

	10-2d
	SSB-based RLM for semi-static channel access mode
	It should be basic FG at least for standalone scenario since it is needed for link reliability.

	10-2e
	SIB1 reception on unlicensed cell
	It should be basic FG for standalone scenario since it is needed for initial access.

	10-2f
	Support monitoring of extended RAR window
	It should be basic FG for standalone scenario with LBE since it is needed for initial access.

	10-27
	Wideband PRACH
	Not necessary as a basic FG since legacy PRACH still works

	10-29
	Support available RB set indicator field in DCI 2_0
	Not necessary as a basic FG since it still works without it.

	10-30
	Support channel occupancy duration indicator field in DCI 2_0
	Not necessary as a basic FG since it still works without it.



Based on the above analysis, the following proposal is made:
Proposal 2.3: FG 10-1, 10-1a, 10-2, 10-2a, 10-2b, 10-2c, 10-2d, 10-2e and 10-2f should be basic FGs for at least one particular scenario.
Remaining issues for URLLC/IIOT UE features

Based on the agreed UE feature list in [1] and email discussion [101-e-Post-NR-UE-Features-12], our views for remaining issues for URLLC/IIoT UE features are discussed below.
1. Introduction of new FG for “TB CRC for cancelled initial PUSCH with CBG based re-transmission”
This issue was discussed in the scheduling and HARQ session [2], there are many solutions proposed to address the issue without introducing the FG. Therefore, we think the new FG is not needed. 
In addition, our views for the TB CRC calculation is it is up to UE implementation to generate the TB CRC for the retransmission of the same TB. There is no need to mandate UE to always set TB CRC for the retransmission of the same TB as all zeros. If UE is capable to generate, the correct TB CRC can be sent.
2.	Whether/how to define FGs [11-3c to 3g] and [11-4c to 4i]
Some typos should be corrected, such as delete the redundant “1)” in the component column for FG11-3c and “2” is missing in the title of this feature group, i.e. change it to “2 PUCCH of format 0 or 2 for a single 2*7 subslot based HARQ-ACK codebook”. We are fine with those FGs are defined as “Per FS”. Different from Rel.15 that at most one PUCCH carrying HARQ-ACK in one slot, Rel.16 supports more than one PUCCH carrying the HARQ-ACK for sub-slot based HARQ-ACK feedback, the processing power the UE has to spend on preparing PUCCH has a relation with PDSCH processing power and that is related to number of carriers on which the UE has to process PDSCH. 
3. About whether/how to define following component 3 in FG11-3 of “More than one PUCCH for HARQ-ACK transmission within a slot”
“3. [Supported combinations of (A, B), where A is the minimum gap between sub-slots containing actual PUCCH transmissions measured from beginning to beginning of the sub-slots, including across slots, and B is the sub-slot duration, with both A and B in units of symbols]”
Component 3 is proposed to support the case to allow 3 PUCCHs with the combination of (A, B) = (4, 2) to reduce the latency if the UE cannot support 7 PUCCHs. However, introduce the component for such optimization seems not necessary from the latency perspective given only 3 symbol difference compared to the support of 2*7-symbol sub-slot configuration. Therefore, we are fine to remove it from the FG11-3. 
4. [Component 4] for FG11-4/4a as well as [component 1] for FG12-1, and [component 6] for FG11-4/4a
[Component 4] for FG11-4/4a as well as [component 1] for FG12-1 should be kept, this is based on the working assumption agreed in RAN1 #99 meeting below for when only one DCI format is configured to support scheduling the traffic with different priorities. When both DCI formats (DCI formats 0_1/0_2 and 1_1//1_2) are configured, how to support scheduling the traffic with different priorities are still under the maintenance discussions. 
Working assumption:
When a single PDSCH/PUSCH processing timeline is configured in the carrier, at least when only DCI format 0_1/1_1 is configured or only DCI format 0_2/1_2 is configured in USS per BWP, a DCI format (from the formats 0_1/1_1/0_2/1_2) can be used to schedule PDSCH with different HARQ-ACK priorities or PUSCH with different priorities. 
For [component 6] that [Supported maximum number of actual PUCCH transmissions for HARQ-ACK within a slot], it has relations with FG 11-3c to 3g and 11-4c to 4i, for example, for the case of (slot-based + sub-slot based HARQ-ACK codebook), the maximum number of actual PUCCH transmissions for HARQ-ACK within a slot is defined by FG11-4c, FG-114d, FG-114f and FG11-4h; for the case of (sub-slot based + sub-slot based HARQ-ACK codebook), it is defined by FG 11-4e/FG11-4g/FG-11-4i.
5. About reporting type of FG11-6 of PUSCH repetition Type A
We are not sure this FG needs FR1 and FR2 differentiation. Clarification is needed.
6. About removing the FG11-4 from prerequisite feature group of FG12-1
We are fine with remove of FG11-4 from FG12-1 since the priority for HARQ-ACK can be separated with the PUSCH and SR. 
7. Remaining points for FG11-9, 11-9a, 12-2 and 12-2a
For the reporting type and differentiation of the TDD/FDD and FR1/FR2, same decision can be applied for UL CG and DL SPS. We think those FGs can be per UE without TDD/FDD differentiation. We are OK with FR1/FR2 differentiation as compromise.   
In summary, our views on the remaining issue for URLLC/IIoT are following:
Proposal 3.1: Do not introduce new FG for “TB CRC for cancelled initial PUSCH with CBG based re-transmission”.
Proposal 3.2: The report type for FGs [11-3c to 3g] and [11-4c to 4i] is per FS.
Proposal 3.3: Remove component 3 from FG11-3.
Proposal 3.4: Keep [Component 4] for FG11-4/4a as well as [component 1] for FG12-1. 
Proposal 3.5: Discuss whether/how [component 6] for FG11-4/4a is defined jointly with FG 11-3c to 3g and 11-4c to 4i.
Proposal 3.6: Clarification is necessary on the necessity of FR1 and FR2 differentiation for the FG 11-6 of PUSCH repetition Type A.
Proposal 3.7: Remove FG11-4 from FG12-1.
Proposal 3.8: For FG11-9, 11-9a, 12-2 and 12-2a, reporting type is per UE without FDD/TDD differentiation and with FR1/FR2 differentiation. 
Remaining issues for positioning UE features
In TS 37.355, additional path for time-based measurement is captured in the IE ‘NR-DL-TDOA-MeasElement-r16’ and ‘NR-Multi-RTT-MeasElement-r16’. Correspondingly, UE capability of additional path report was captured in TS 37.355, where the UE can indicate the location server whether it can support reporting of timing information for additional detected path for associated ToA measurements as below. More background and details of additional path for time-based measurement report can be referred to our companion contribution in [2].
	NR-DL-TDOA-ProvideCapabilities-r16 ::= SEQUENCE {
	nr-DL-TDOA-Mode-r16					PositioningModes,
	nr-DL-TDOA-MeasCapability-r16 		NR-DL-PRS-MeasCapability-r16	OPTIONAL,
	nr-DL-TDOA-MeasSupported-r16			BIT STRING {	prsrsrpSup		(0)} (SIZE(1..8)),
	additionalPathsReport-r16			ENUMERATED { supported }						OPTIONAL,
	periodicalReporting-r16				ENUMERATED { supported }				OPTIONAL,
...}

	NR-Multi-RTT-ProvideCapabilities-r16 ::= SEQUENCE {
	nr-DL-PRS-MeasCapability-r16 		NR-DL-PRS-MeasCapability-r16,
[bookmark: _Hlk31809299]	nr-UL-SRS-MeasCapability-r16			NR-UL-SRS-MeasCapability-r16,
	nr-Multi-RTT-MeasSupported-r16			BIT STRING {	prsrsrpSup		(0)} (SIZE(1..8)),
	additionalPathsReport-r16			ENUMERATED { supported }						OPTIONAL,
	periodicalReporting-r16				ENUMERATED { supported }						OPTIONAL,
	...
}


To align with RAN2’s specification, we propose to add a component to FG 13-6 and 13-11 as the following.
[bookmark: OLE_Pro3]
Proposal 4.1: add a component of additional path report to FG 13-6 and 13-11.
	Features
	Index
	Feature group
	Components
	Prerequisite feature groups
	Need for the gNB to know if the feature is supported

	13. NR Positioning
	13-6
	DL PRS Measurement Report for DL-TDOA
	1. DL RSTD measurements per pair of TRPs. Values = {1, 2, 3, 4}
2. Support DL PRS-RSRP measurements. Values = {0, 1}
3. Support of additional path report. Values = {0, 1, 2}
	13-3
	No

	13. NR Positioning
	13-11
	UE Rx-Tx Measurement Report for Multi-RTT
	1. Max number of UE Rx–Tx time difference measurements corresponding to a single SRS resource/resource set for positioning with each measurement corresponding to a single DL PRS resource/resource set.
Value for component 1: {1,2,3,4}
Note: DL PRS resource/sets are on the same frequency layer
Note: the number of UE Rx – Tx time difference measurements refers to the measurements for a single TRP

2. Support RSRP measurements. Values = {0, 1}
Note: If the UE reports value 1 for component 2, same number of RSRP measurements supported as UE Rx-Tx measurements for component 1
3. Support of additional path report. Values = {0, 1, 2}
	13-4 and 13-8
	No



Remaining issues for 5G V2X UE features
[bookmark: OLE_LINK13][bookmark: OLE_LINK14]Basic feature group for NR V2X
The set of basic feature groups for NR V2X has been discussed in the previous meeting, and FG 15-1, 15-3, 15-4, and 15-11 are agreed as basic feature groups, while FG 15-23 is a basic feature group for mode-1 operation (as a working assumption). Whether the FG 15-2, 15-5, 15-14, 15-19, and 15-22 are basic feature group remains FFS. In this section we provide our view for each of them.
· 15-2	Transmitting NR sidelink mode 1 scheduled by NR Uu
· Given that mode-2 operation can be deployed in licensed band, this feature is not required as a basic feature group.
· 15-5 	Sidelink congestion control
· It should be a basic feature group, otherwise, the system performance of NR V2X would be dramatically degraded in congestion case. If only some UEs in the system implement this feature, then these UEs are restricted while the others are not, which is very unfear to them. 
· 15-14 	Sidelink CSI report
· CSI measurement and report is an important feature for NR V2X to outperform LTE V2X. The close loop link adaptation does not work if only the TX UE or RX UE implement this feature. So, at least the CSI-RS reception should be a basic FG.
· 15-19		Support of rank 2 reception
· From forward compatibility perspective, this feature should be a basic feature group, otherwise, essentially rank 2 transmission is not supported at all for broadcast and groupcast.
· 15-22		Support of fewer than 14 consecutive sidelink symbols in a slot
· This feature can be optional. Without this feature, the NR V2X can still be deployed (with some limitation). On the other hand, mandating this feature would delay the V2X deployment as it is complicated in both implementation and IOT.
· 15-23		Support of open loop SL power control and RSRP report
· At least the DL pathloss based OLPC should be supported, for mode-1 and mode-2 operation in licensed band, otherwise, the network may have great concern to enable sidelink operation for UE due to unpredictable interference from sidelink to Uu interface.
[bookmark: _Ref37249292]Proposal 5.1: The following features should be defined as basic feature groups for VUE: 15-5, 15-14, 15-19, and 15-23 (at least for DL pathloss based OLPC).

Numerology 
It is RAN4’s reasonability to define the supported subcarrier spacing and CP length for each band. Moreover, the mandatory numerology may even be defined by regulation, which is totally outside of 3GPP’s specification work. Therefore, RAN1 should not mandate some specific SCS and/or CP length in RAN1’s FGs.
Proposal 5.2: The subcarrier spacing and CP length that UE supported in sidelink for a given band should be defined in RAN4. RAN1 should not mandate a numerology for each band in RAN1 UE FG.

In-device coexistence
It is still FFS on whether a value X of maximum time required for the short-term TDM solution should be defined in the FG. It is our understanding anyway a time limit to differentiate the long- and short- term TDM operations is needed and should be specified, otherwise, a UE may declare support of short-term TDM with a processing time of minutes or hours, which is totally meaningless. It is natural to us to define this limit in UE capability, but is also acceptable to capture it in the RAN1 spec (e.g., TS 38.213).
Proposal 5.3: A time limit to differentiate the long- and short- term TDM operations should be specified, either in UE FG 15-6, or in RAN1 spec.

Sidelink capability reporting
It is still FFS on whether FG 15-11 should be reported to network and/or peer UE. In our opinion, this capability is not helpful for dimensioning PSFCH resources, because the provision of PSFCH in a resource pool should also cover the idle mode UE that cannot reports this capability. On the other hand, from mode-1 scheduling perspective, the network anyway knows nothing on how many PSSCHs received by the scheduled UE. Then how this reporting helps in mode-1 scheduling is not clear. Similarly, the UE does not know how many PSSCHs to be received by the peer UE, so it cannot make use of this capability
[bookmark: _Ref40199039]Proposal 5.4: FG 15-11 is not reported to the network, nor the peer UE.

Regarding the FG 15-18, given that the SL CSI-RS configuration is provided by the TX UE itself, it seems not necessary for the RX UE to know whether Rank-2 transmission is supported by TX UE.
Proposal 5.5: FG 15-18 is not reported to the peer UE.


Remaining issues for eMIMO UE features
Discussion on 16-1g
Currently, there are the following alternatives under discussion. Our understanding is that Alt-3 is more aligned with the original intention for defining 2-24. With clarification that “across all CCs” means all CCs in the reported band, the note from Rel-15 may not be needed.
	1. Alt-1: Per band reporting + Note inherited from Rel-15 + Conclusion made in RAN1#101-e meeting
0. Supported by: Huawei, HiSilicon
1. Alt-2: Per UE reporting + FR1/FR2 differentiation + Joint restriction for FR1 & FR2 CA/DC case + Conclusion made in RAN1#101-e meeting
0. Supported by: Huawei, HiSilicon
1. Alt-3: Per band reporting where across “across all CCs” means all CCs in the reported band irrespective of the used band combination
1. Alt-4: Per band reporting where across “across all CCs” means all CCs in the band combination that contains the reported band
1. Alt-5: Define two FGs: one per band and one per UE (without FR1/FR2 differentiation).



Besides the “per band” or “per UE” signaling issue and the “reference SCS” issue, counting of RS may also need to be clarified: 
· For periodic RS, if they are “configured to measure”, is it counted only in the slot there is the RS or is it counted across all slots before they are turned off through reconfiguration?
· For RS configured for new beam identification, are they counted only after there is beam failure or they are always counted?
· The “configure to measure” RS are those in active BWP. But the configured RS includes all configured including both active and inactive BWP. 

Proposal 6.1: Define per band reporting of 16-1g, where “across all CCs” means all CCs in the reported band irrespective of the used band combination. Clarify the reference SCS if necessary. 
· Similar clarification is also needed for 16-1a-1.
Proposal 6.2: Clarify how to count the number of RS for 16-1g:
· For periodic RS, if they are “configured to measure”, they are only counted only in the slot there is the RS.
· For RS configured for new beam identification, they are always counted regardless of beam failure event.
· The “configure to measure” RS (component1) only counts those in active BWP. But the configured RS(component2) counts all configured including both active and inactive BWP. 

Discussion on type of 16-2a and 16-2b-3
Currently the views on the type of 16-2a and 16-2b-3 is diverging. On the one hand, if these features are reported per FS, there would be concerns of “under reporting” since the bandwidth of CCs may be different in the same band. UE would determine whether to support the feature based on the largest bandwidth of the band and thus cause “under reporting”. On the other hand, if the features are reported per FSPC, there would be concerns of “under deployment” in the sense that the potential fragmentation would make the UE reporting un-predictable and thus not easy to determine which CC to rollout the feature.
m-TRP is a useful feature for 5G deployment and neither “under reporting” nor “under deployment” are expected outcome from user experience perspective.
Another way that worth a try might be to limit number of CCs and total bandwidth that can be put as restriction to support FG16-2a and FG16-2b-3. The more complicated processing related to PDCCH for M-DCI (e.g. increased number of CORESETs, BD/CCE) are more related to number of CC, while the more complicated processing of PDSCH is related to total bandwidth that UE can process for M-DCI OOO and S-DCI scheme 2b. By directly limiting the number of CCs and total bandwidth would thus provide spaces for UE to trade between CA and m-TRP without increasing implementation complexity too much and also give the network proper choice of CCs to implement the feature.
Proposal 6.3: Consider to put limit on number of CCs and total bandwidth for 16-2a and 16-2b-3 if the compromise cannot be reached regarding FSPC or FS for the two features. 

Discussion on 16-2b-5
The component 4 of 16-2b-5 is still undecided regarding whether to keep it or not.
There are several arguments that the component 4 should not be kept. We don’t think these arguments are valid.
· One is whether there is additional UE complexity. This depends on how one view complexity increase. Single TRP dynamic inter-slot repetition is obviously a new scheme compared with legacy schemes and requires new implementation for PDSCH/PDCCH/RRC etc. This is more complicated.
· Another is how this feature fits into M-TRP framework. The logic behind this is that when UE features are defined, they must be associated with some specific deployment scenarios. But this is not true. They are associated with pre-requisites if necessary. 
Based on above understanding we propose to keep component 4.
Proposal 6.4: Update component 4 of 16-2b-5 as following
	16-2b-5
	Single-DCI based inter-slot TDM
	1. Support of single-DCI based inter-slot TDM
2. Support of RepNumR16 in PDSCH-TimeDomainResourceAllocation and the maximumvalue of RepNumR16
3. Supported maximum TBS size
4. [Maximum number of TCI states]
	Component 2 candidate values: {{2,3,4,5,6,7,8,16}}
Component 3 candidate values {{3, 5, 10, 20, no restriction} KByte }
Component 4 candidate values: {1,2}

	Optional with capability signaling



Discussion on 16-2c
The following 16-2c is still undecided. There are several comments regarding the feature:
· One comment is regarding whether to keep PDCCH part or not. The argument is mainly related to there is no clear UE behavior defined in spec. Our understanding is that this capability is un-related to PDCCH or PDSCH. Whether to support PDCCH is determined by the related UE behavior defined in 38.213 rather than determined here. We may not need to mention whether this UE capability is applicable to PDCCH or not.
· Another comment is regarding the relationship between 16-2c and 16-2a: if UE does not support 16-2a, does it mean M-TRP has to be scheduled with the QCL-D RS. This is unrelated to the definition of the UE capability of 2c. But rather related to the prerequisite relationship between 16-2c and 16-2a. These relationship can be further clarified in 16-2a.
Proposal 6.5: Update 16-2c as following
	16-2c
	Simultaneous reception with different Type-D
	Supports simultaneous reception with different QCL Type-D RSs [based on multiple spatial domain receiver filters]. This applies to [PDCCHs]/PDSCHs
	Optional with capability signalling



Discussion on 16-5b,16-5c-2,16-5c-3
Following FGs were proposed by moderator during pre-RAN1#102e email discussion, however no consensus reached. In our view, definition of UE features should support variety of UE implementation and should not be forced to choose one way or other. 
	16-5b
	UL full power transmissionfullpowerMode1
	1.    Supported UL full power transmissionfullpowerMode1
2.    [Number of Tx to support mode 1: {2Tx, 4Tx, 2Tx_4Tx}]

	16-5c-2
	UL full power transmissionfullpowerMode2– SRS resources
	1.    [Number of Tx to support mode 2: {2Tx, 4Tx, 2Tx_4Tx}]
2.    The SRS configuration with different number of antenna ports for Mode 2: {[NULL,]1_2, 1_4, [2_4],1_2_4}

	16-5c-3
	UL full power transmissionfullpowerMode2– full power TPMI groups
	1.    TPMI group(s) which delivers full power: {2-port {2-bit bitmap}, 4-port non-coherent {G0~G3}, 4-port partial-coherent {G0~G6}, [FFS: 4-port full-coherent {G0~G6}]}



The most contentious part of the email discussion was capability reporting for an UE supporting 4Tx. It is obvious that, gNB may configure 2-port SRS for the with 4Tx UE capability, even in Rel-15. 
On FG 16-5b, “Number of Tx to support mode 1: {2Tx, 4Tx, 2Tx_4Tx}” should be kept to allow flexible capability reporting to support variety of UE implementations. 4Tx UE supporting mode1 may support mode 0 when configured with 2-port SRS, thus the FG should be allow an UE to report whether mode1 is supported when configured with 2-port and 4-port SRS for 4Tx UE. In this sense we support the proposal from moderator.
On FG 16-5c-2, this FG is about mode2 with multiple SRS resources configured with different number of ports in a set, thus it is irrelevant when there is only 1 SRS resource configured in a set. It has been agreed to increase max number of SRS resources within a set to 4, thus discussion should focus on combinations configured SRS ports for 2 resources, 3 resources and 4 resources. It is clear there are only 1_2 and 1_4 combinations of SRS ports for the case of 2 resources as full power transmission is more relevant single layer PUSCH transmission. For the case of 3 resources the combination of 1_2_4 SRS ports is straight forward. In this sense, we support the proposal from moderator.
[bookmark: _GoBack]On 16-5c-3, maybe it is not a good idea to start discussing the TPMI groups all over again. The contentious part of the discussion was about the note captured below, as a compromise we can accept this FG with this note.
“Note: For 4 port partial-coherent or full-coherent UE, UE can report: 2-port {2-bit bitmap} and 4-port non-coherent {G0~G3} and 4-port partial-coherent {G0~G6}”
In this sense, we can support the proposal from moderator.
Proposal 6.6: agree the moderator’s proposal provided in the pre-RAN1#102e email discussion on these FGs.
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