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Introduction
In RAN4 #100-e meeting WF on HST FR2 deployment scenarios and channel models was agreed[1]. The remaining open issues are related to test feasibility, necessity of requirements definition for all deployments and applicability rule between different test cases. Applicability rules for PDSCH and PUSCH performance requirements are discussed in dedicated papers [2][3]. In this paper we provide our view on the other remaining aspects.
Discussion
Test feasibility for bi-directional deployment
Operation in bi-directional deployment scenario requires switching of active UE antenna panel to perform RRH switching. However, current OTA test methodology assumes single AoA and single probe during the test. It means that panel switching won’t be involved in UE testing to meet bi-directional performance requirements. 
Same time from baseband processing verification, Rx panel switching is really doesn’t matter. The main purpose of demodulation requirements for HST FR2 is to guarantee that UE accurately make frequency tracking and properly do channel estimation. For this case even single panel can be used during the test.
Proposal #1:	Assume that using of single panel is sufficient to verify demodulation processing in HTS FR2 bi-directional deployment scenario.

Single test case to cover both uni-directional and bi-directional deployments
From performance perspective we show that the HST FR2 demodulation performance is same regardless of deployment type and deployment scenario [2][3].  However, Doppler frequency trajectory is different for un-directional and bi-directional deployments. Operation in bi-directional scenario imposes higher requirements on UE frequency offset tracking and it is still under discussion whether we need to reduce speed in bi-directional test cases.  In this case we suggest defining requirements for all agreed scenarios like uni-directional A and B, and bi-directional B.
Same time we should further discuss reasonable test reduction. For example, from gNB side there is no need to perform testing of all scenarios since completely same receive processing will be used in them. In this case we can define corresponding applicability rules and manufacturer declarations. From UE perspective, if two test cases will be defined for bi-directional deployment but with different speeds to address different UE implementations, it is also reasonable to define applicability rule between them.
Proposal #2:	Define separate test cases for uni-directional deployment scenario A and B, and bi-directional scenario B.
Proposal #3:	Further discuss and define applicability rules between defined test cases for different scenarios.
Conclusion
In this contribution we provide our view on general open issues regarding HST FR2 requirements introduction. In summary we make the following proposals:
Proposal #1:	Assume that using of single panel is sufficient to verify demodulation processing in HTS FR2 bi-directional deployment scenario.
Proposal #2:	Define separate test cases for uni-directional deployment scenario A and B, and bi-directional scenario B.
Proposal #3:	Further discuss and define applicability rules between defined test cases for different scenarios.
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