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Introduction
There were extensive discussions for FR2 HST during the past RAN4 meetings and a WF on RRM requirements for NR FR2 HST was approved [1] in RAN4#101-e meeting. 
In this contribution, we provide our consideration of two-side RRH of Scenario-B and give our proposal.
Discussion
At last meeting, we have agreed about two sets of enhanced RRM requirements. 2 and 6 RX beams are for Set 1 and Set 2, respectively.
	Requirements for Scenario-A and Scenario-B
	GtW Agreements:
· Define only two sets of enhanced RRM requirements in terms of number of RX beams (i.e. RX beam sweeping scaling factor) per UE
· Set 1: 2 RX beams
· Set 2: 6 RX beams
· Introduce network signalling to configure UE to follow either Set 1 or Set 2 RRM requirements
· Note: the applicability of Set 1/2 requirements to the FR2 HST scenarios will be captured in the TR






There is only one FFS shown as below:
	Requirements for RRH deployment on both sides of the track
	Agreements:
Consideration of RRH positions at one/both sides of rail track doesn’t have impact on 6Rx beams agreement in Scenario B (set 2)

Way forward:
FFS, whether it is necessary and how to address scenario-B (Set 2) with two-side RRH






In our understanding, RRH can be deployed at one side of the track or both side of the track. When it is deployed at both side of the track, the UE beam doubled. Considering the agreed 6 RX beams for Scenario B, if another scaling factor is used for both side of the track, there might be some issue for RRM requirements. We don’t prefer to double scaling factor for both side of the track. How to address scenario-B with two-side RRH, NW assistance indication to UE may be helpful. It is not necessary to separate the requirements for one side of the track and two sides of the track. 
Proposal 1: It is not necessary to separate the requirements for one side of the track and two sides of the track. Use unified RX beams for Scenario B.  NW assistance indication to UE may be helpful to solve the two-side RRH.

Conclusion
In this contribution, we present our proposal as below:
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 1: It is not necessary to separate the requirements for one side of the track and two sides of the track. Use unified RX beams for Scenario B.  NW assistance indication to UE may be helpful to solve the two-side RRH.
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