
3GPP TSG RAN WG1 #108-e                                                                                R1-2201235
e-Meeting, Feb. 21st-Mar. 3rd, 2022

Source:	OPPO
Title:	Discussion on LS on TCI state update for L1/L2-centric inter-cell mobility to RAN3
Agenda Item:	5
Document for:	Discussion and Decision

Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk95126399]In previous RAN3 meeting, RAN3 received LS [1] from RAN4 on clarification on TCI state update for L1/L2-centric inter-cell mobility. Afterwards, RAN3 shared the understanding on “non-serving cell” with RAN1 in [2]. RAN3 would like to check whether the understanding related to “non-serving cell” is also correct from RAN1 perspective. In this contribution, we will discuss this question and share our view.
Discussion
In RAN#92, the WID [3] on FeMIMO was revised. Specifically, L1/L2-centraic inter-cell mobility was changed to inter-cell beam management due to lack of time in other WGs and confirmed that there is no change or impact on serving cell. 
Firstly, the understanding that a non-serving cell is a neighbor cell with a different PCI from serving cell is correct in our view. 
Secondly, regarding the understanding that a UE can be scheduled data on both serving cell and non-serving cells, we would like to further clarify that for DL non-UE-dedicated channels (e.g. paging or system information), a UE can only receive from its serving cell only and for UE-dedicated channel, the UE can receive from or transmit to non-serving cell. Moreover, we would like to emphasize that UE doesn’t expect to communicate to serving cell and non-serving cell simultaneously. 
Thirdly, regarding the term “a TRP associated with a PCI different from that of the serving cell”, RAN3 would like to use it instead of “non-serving cell” for inter-cell beam management. We would like to suggest a slight change from “a TRP” to “a cell”. For inter-cell beam management, in general the term RAN1 used is “cell” rather than “TRP”. And another technical reason lies in the fact that a cell with a PCI different from that of serving cell could be composed of up to two TRPs with intra-cell mTRP operation. 
With above discussion, we believe RAN3’s understanding on replacing “non-serving cell” is correct, but just minor revision would be more accurate and have following suggestion on replying the LS. 
Proposed reply: 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Confirm with RAN3 that the understanding on “non-serving cell” is correctly and clarify that the term “a cell associated with a PCI different from that of serving cell” instead of “non-serving cell” in inter-cell beam management would be more accurate from RAN1 perspective.
Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed the LS from RAN3 and provide some suggestions on replying LS. 
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