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1. Introduction
Regarding MPE reporting for inter-cell beam management), there is still FFS: It is not clear whether explicit additional PCI is needed or not, expected updated based on RAN1 reply.
2. Discussion
2.1. MPE for ICBM 
In the reply LS from RAN1 [1], 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.
In current RRC specification, MPE resource pool is defeined as only using serving cell SSB/CSI-RS indexes. While considering RAN1 confirm that MEP reporting also applies to the ICBM framework. Thus, the MPE resource pool should also allow indicating SSB/CSI-RS indexes for the additional PCI. 
Proposal 1: An additional PCI, e.g. AdditionalPCIIndex, should be added in the MPE resource configuration to associate a MPE resource.
Regarding ICBR, only SSB is supported as the measurement resource. Considering RAN1 confirms that MPE reporting configuration applies to the ICBM framework, whether only SSB contained in MPE resource can be associated with additional PCI should be determined. This issue is being discussed in RAN1 regarding latest RAN2 LS about the feMIMO RRC in [2]. Thus, it is better to wait for RAN1 whether only SSB contained in MPE resource can be associated with additional PCI.

Proposal 2: Wait for RAN1 progress on whether only SSB contained in MPE resource can be associated with additional PCI.
2.2. MPE for mTRP 
Besides, in the reply LS from RAN1 [1], regarding mTRP framework, RAN1 has not discussed whether these MPE reporting changes would also apply to mTRP framework. Considering we do not have enough time to evaluate what is the impact for MPE reporting for mTRP framework, we prefer not to support MPE reporting for mTRP framework.
Proposal 3: MPE reporting in mTRP framework is not supported in Rel-17. 
3. Conclusion

In this contribution, we discussed the remaining issues on MEP reporting for FeMIMO, and the following proposals are achieved:
Proposal 1: An additional PCI, e.g. AdditionalPCIIndex, should be added in the MPE resource configuration to associate a MPE resource.

Proposal 2: Wait for RAN1 progress on whether only SSB contained in MPE resource can be associated with additional PCI.
Proposal 3: MPE reporting in mTRP framework is not supported in Rel-17. 
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