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1.	Introduction
In RAN4#103, there was a proposal to streamline UE testing for SEM compliance [1] by changing the verification test metric from ‘TRP grid’ to ‘beam peak direction’. We share our view on the subject.
2. 	Discussion
We support the proposal to streamline UE testing for SEM compliance [1] by changing the verification test metric from ‘TRP grid’ to ‘beam peak direction’. In our view, it would simplify testing for compliance with that requirement. The technical justification is generally reasonable for practical UEs.
We also agree with the reasoning on why this proposal does not constitute a core requirement change: In discussion [3], proponents clarified that ‘So in our proposal there is no intention to change the core requirement at all.’, referring to the proposed change in verification test metric. It is evident that the principle behind the proponent’s argument is that verification details in the requirement clause do not constitute core requirement specification, they are merely guidelines for the test method.
Observation: The principle behind the proposal in R4-2207674 is that verification details in the requirement clauses in TS 38.101-2 do not constitute core requirement specification.
Now, the SEM is a regulatory-facing restriction, and it remains important to maintain credibility of 3GPP standards in the eyes of regulators. There needs to be a well understood principle in 3GPP that governs what aspects on the standard are merely testing guidelines and what constitutes core requirement specifications. Any change made to the SEM requirement should not appear as a special carve-out for industry expedience. 
We recognize that such a principle has impact on other controversial topics like applicability of spherical coverage over ETC. The discussion with other requirements is relevant from a consistency perspective. In short, RAN4 need to decide which one condition is true:
1. Changing a verification metric is ok because verification details are not core specification (used for the SEM requirement being discussed here)
2. Verification details are indeed core specification (used by some companies in context of spherical coverage requirements over ETC)
RAN4 cannot selectively pick which of the above principles apply to each RF requirement. We agree with the proponents of the SEM streamlining proposal that interpretation 1 is reasonable.
[bookmark: _Hlk110266558]Proposal: The principle that motivates streamlining of compliance with the SEM requirement (see proposal R4-2207674) shall be applied to all requirements: ‘Verification guidelines do not constitute core requirement specification’
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