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Introduction
At the previous RAN2#102 meeting, the question of whether CSI-RS beams could be reported in Msg3 during CBRA for BFR was discussed. We further discuss this topic in this contribution
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk516641085]RAN2#102, the contribution in [1] proposed to define a new MAC CE to report a suitable CSR-RS beam in Msg 3. The motivation for doing this is that in case a CFRA for BFR is initiated and the UE is unable to find a CSI-RS with CSI-RSRP above rsrp-ThresholdCSI-RS amongst the CSI-RSs in candidateBeamRSList or an SSB with SS-RSRP above rsrp-ThresholdSSB amongst the SSBs in candidateBeamRSList, the UE will fall back to CBRA. Once the UE has fallen back to CBRA, it will have the possibility to report a larger set of SSBs than was is available in the candidateBeamRSList and is furthermore not restricted to select SSBs above the rsrp-ThresholdSSB. However, once the UE falls back to CBRA, it is not able to select any CSI-RS.
In general, the CSI-RS beams are narrower than SSB beams and typically an SSB will cover several CSI-RS beams. This means that the SSB beams will give a rough indication of which CSI-RS beams that could be suitable. Hence, when an SSB is selected the gNB has a good knowledge of which CSI-RS beams would be possible candidates and can configure the UE to measure on these for selection of the best beam. This would be the behaviour following the current standard.
The gains of having the possibility to select an CSI-RS beam outside the in candidateBeamRSList with CSI-RSRP above rsrp-ThresholdCSI-RS during CBRA seems to be a corner case which is unlikely to happen. The UE is most likely not configured to measure many CSI-RS outside the candidateBeamRSList to keep the overhead at reasonable levels. If the UE cannot find any SSB or CSI-RS in the candidateBeamRSList, then it is probable that the UE has moved so that it anyway needs to do a selection on SSB level before finding a suitable CSI-RS beam. 
[bookmark: _Toc347823812][bookmark: _Toc347823993][bookmark: _Toc347824244][bookmark: _Toc516643123]The event of finding an CSI-RS beam with CSI-RSRP above rsrp-ThresholdCSI-RS outside the CSI-RSs in candidateBeamRSList is highly unlikely.
Hence, based on the above discussion we do not see any reason to update the specification to allow reporting of a CSI-RS beam outside the candidateBeamRSList by using a new MAC CE transmitted with Msg3. This would be wasteful considering the limited set of possible MAC CEs and due to the unlikeliness of the event where it could be used. We therefore propose:
[bookmark: _Ref190406817][bookmark: _Toc226862296][bookmark: _Toc347823621][bookmark: _Toc347824073][bookmark: _Toc347824246][bookmark: _Toc516643127][bookmark: _Toc517360844][bookmark: _GoBack]Keep the current procedure in 38.321 to not allow selection of CSI-RS during CBRA.
Conclusion
In section 2 we made the following observations:
Observation 1	The event of finding an CSI-RS beam with CSI-RSRP above rsrp-ThresholdCSI-RS outside the CSI-RSs in candidateBeamRSList is highly unlikely.

Based on the discussion in section 2 we propose the following:
Proposal 1	Keep the current procedure in 38.321 to not allow selection of CSI-RS during CBRA.
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