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There are some open issues listed in the MIMO status report [1]:
1. MPE reporting in ICBM (inter-cell beam management): It is not clear whether explicit additional PCI is needed or not. It will be easily updated based on RAN1 reply. 
2. For ASN.1 details further input is expected:
· maxNrofCandidateBeams-r17 is not known yet.
· maxNrofBFDResourcePerSet-r17 is said in LS 64 but feature discussion might indicate just max 2 per set.
Discussion
MPE report
In RAN1’s LS [2], RAN1’s answer regarding MPE are as following:
RAN1 has the following reply to the RAN2 questions:
· Regarding inter-cell beam management (ICBM), RAN1 confirms that these RRC parameters including mpe-Reporting-FR2-r17, numberOfN and mpe-ResourcePool apply to the ICBM framework as well.
· Regarding mTRP framework, RAN1 has not discussed whether these MPE reporting changes would also apply to mTRP framework.

In the 2nd bullet it is clear that mTRP case is not considered for MPE reporting. Considering this WID has 100% completed it seems not desirable to add one more case in the spec for MPE. So we propose not to support MPE for mTRP in Rel17.
Proposal 1: MPE is not supported for mTRP case in Rel17
In the 1st bullet RAN1 confirmed that MPE report can apply for inter-cell BM case. But it actually not very clear what does it mean. The intention of MPE report for beam management is to report MPE of TRP which is not serving yet in order to switch among TRPs for the best performance in terms of beam management. So by considering both TRP with serving PCI (TRP1) and TRP with additional PCI (TRP2) there could be 6 cases:
	cases
	Serving TRP
	Non-serving TRP

	1
	TRP1
	TRP1 

	2
	TRP1
	TRP2

	3
	TRP1
	TRP1 and TRP2

	4
	TRP2
	TRP1

	5
	TRP2
	TRP2

	6
	TRP2
	TRP1 and TRP2


Table 1
In current spec case 2,3,5 and 6 are not supported because additional PCI is not considered in the definition of MPE-Resource-r17. Nevertheless “RAN1 confirms that these RRC parameters including mpe-Reporting-FR2-r17, numberOfN and mpe-ResourcePool apply to the ICBM framework as well”. Our understanding is that additional PCI should be also reflected in the definition of MPE resource i.e. case 2,3,5 and 6 should be supported but not only case 4.
Proposal 2: additionalPCI should be added in IE structure mpe-Reporting-FR2-r17 for ssb-Resource-r17
Others
RAN2 send one LS [3] to RAN1 after ASN.1 review meeting to check parameter maxNrofCandidateBeams-r17 and maxNrofBFDResourcePerSet-r17. So RAN2 can wait for RAN1’s response before doing anything.
· maxNrofCandidateBeams-r17 is not known yet.
Conclusion
Proposal 1: MPE is not supported for mTRP case in Rel17
Proposal 2: additionalPCI should be added in IE structure mpe-Reporting-FR2-r17 for ssb-Resource-r17
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