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Introduction
In RAN4#99-e meeting, a way forward on RRM requirements for NR FR1 HST was approved in [1].
In this contribution, we provide the further consideration of several open issues for NR FR1 HST RRM enhancement and give our proposals.
Discussion
· Scell link recovery
In way forward [1], it is listed as below:
	· Option 1 (CATT, CMCC, vivo, Nokia): For SCell link recovery, it depends on network. There is no need to have the limitation on the number of band(s)in the spec
· Option 2 (MTK): For SCell link recovery, RAN4 needs to study how many band(s) is supported in R17 HST in FR1
· Option 3 (OPPO, HW, Nokia, vivo): The same limitation on the number of band(s) on which UE is performing beam failure detection for SCell in R16 can be reused in R17 HST


The beam failure detection can be applied for SCell. In our view, it depends on network. The flexibility can be leave to network implementation.  
Proposal 1: For SCell link recovery, it depends on network. There is no need to have the limitation in the spec.

· CSSF
In way forward [1], it is listed as below:
	· Option 1(HW, OPPO, QC, CATT, CMCC, Ericsson, Nokia, vivo): For CSSF, it depends on network. There is no need to have the limitation on the number of Scell (s) in the spec
· Option 2 (MTK): For CSSF, RAN4 needs to study how many SCell(s) is supported in R17 HST in FR1


Our preference is still option 1. We agree that using few numbers of SCells can enhance the performance. But in our view, it depends on network. The flexibility can be leave to network implementation.  There is no need to have the limitation in the spec. 
Proposal 2: For CSSF, it depends on network. There is no need to have the limitation in the spec.

· Signalling
In way forward [1], it is listed as below:
	· FFS whether highSpeedMeasFlag-r16 can be reused for the indication of application of enhanced RRM requirements for HST CA
· [bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]Option 1 (CMCC, HW, OPPO, MTK, Nokia, Ericsson, CATT, vivo): Yes, the highSpeedMeasFlag-r16 can be reused for the indication of application of enhanced RRM requirements for HST CA
· Other option is not precluded
· FFS whether NW shall indicate which inter-frequency layers need to be measured more often, for which enhanced inter-frequency measurement requirements shall apply
· Option 1 (Apple, vivo): NW shall indicate which inter-frequency layers need to be measured more often, for which enhanced inter-frequency measurement requirements shall apply
· Other option is not precluded



In our view, the highSpeedMeasFlag-r16 can be reused for the indication of application of enhanced RRM requirements for HST CA. There is no issue to reuse it. 
For inter-frequency measurement, it can be indicated by NW for whether inter-frequency layers need to be measured or not. But it is not necessary to indicate which layers. 
Proposal 3: The highSpeedMeasFlag-r16 can be reused for the indication of application of enhanced RRM requirements for HST CA. For inter-frequency measurement, it can be indicated by NW for whether inter-frequency layers need to be measured or not.

· Release independent
In way forward [1], it is listed as below:
	· Option 1 (CATT, CMCC, Ericsson): Rel-17 NR HST RRM enhancement can be release independent from Rel-15
· Option 2 (vivo, OPPO, Ericsson, vivo): The release independent issue is not discussed until the features discussed in R17 FR1 HST becomes stable


Until now, we cannot see new new special change. Rel-17 NR HST RRM enhancement can be release independent from Rel-15.
Proposal 4: Rel-17 NR HST RRM enhancement can be release independent from Rel-15.
Conclusion
In this contribution, we provide the further consideration of several open issues for NR FR1 HST RRM enhancement and present our proposals as below:
Proposal 1: For SCell link recovery, it depends on network. There is no need to have the limitation in the spec.
Proposal 2: For CSSF, it depends on network. There is no need to have the limitation in the spec.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 3: The highSpeedMeasFlag-r16 can be reused for the indication of application of enhanced RRM requirements for HST CA. For inter-frequency measurement, it can be indicated by NW for whether inter-frequency layers need to be measured or not.
Proposal 4: Rel-17 NR HST RRM enhancement can be release independent from Rel-15.
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