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1. Introduction
The Further Enhanced Type II port selection codebook (FeTypeII PS CB) is designed to exploit partial UL/DL reciprocity in FDD scenarios, where the BS can beamform on the CSI-RS signals based on measurements of the UL SRS signals. According to WF from RAN4#102-e, as copied below, it is still open whether to introduce requirements for FeTypeII port selection codebook. In this paper, we provide our views whether RAN4 should introduce such a requirement.
2. Requirements for FeTypeII PS CB
Issue 4-1-1: Whether to define PMI requirement for Rel-17 FeTye II PS codebookCandidate options:
· Option 1: Yes
· Option 1a: Define PMI reporting requirement for Rel-17 FeTypeII port selection codebook based on evaluation on the performance gain over eTypeII codebook.
· Option 1b: Consider defining PMI requirement for Rel-17 eType II port selection only if RAN4 can reach an agreement on a simplified way of testing with SU-MIMO test set-up, otherwise not to define requirement.
· Option 2: No

The FeTypeII PS CB requires BS beamforming on the CSI-RS signal based on the estimation of SRS signal. However, the implementation of the BS beamforming is not standardized for FeTypeII PS CB. Hence, the UE performance cannot be guaranteed with such a CB. Even in relation to LTE Rel-13 FD MIMO that came up during the last meeting, any restriction on the BS beamforming will not guarantee optimal performance for UE. Therefore, introducing such a requirement will become more of a functional test. Furthermore, absence of a baseline performance from earlier releases, e.g., performance from Rel-15 PS CB, we think that the performance requirement for FeTypeII PS CB should not be defined in Rel-17.
Proposal 1: Option 2 (Do not define PMI requirement for Rel-17 FeTye II PS codebook)
3. Conclusions
This paper provides our views on the open issue of whether performance requirement should be introduced for FeTypeII PS CB. The following has been proposed:
Proposal 1: Option 2 (Do not define PMI requirement for Rel-17 FeTye II PS codebook)
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