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Introduction
Work on RRM requirements for train-mounted UE in high speed train scenario in FR2 [1] continued during the RAN4#103-e meeting, with outcome in terms of agreements and open issues captured in WFs [2].
In this contribution, we present our viewpoints and proposals on remaining issues in WFs [2].
Disucssion
Sub-topic 1-3: highSpeedLargeOneStepUL-TimingFR2-r17 is not enabled
Issue 1-3-2: Scheduling/Transmit restriction after TCI state switch
	Way Forward:
Further discussion is needed whether and how to define transmit or scheduling restriction for UL after the TCI state switch when highSpeedLargeOneStepUL-TimingFR2-r17 is disabled.
· Option 2: No impact on UE behavior
· Option 3: Define scheduling restriction on DL and UL after inter-RRH TCI state switch and before PRACH transmission when highSpeedLargeOneStepUL-TimingFR2-r17 is disabled
· Option 4: after the TCI state switch, the UE shall not transmit except for RACH preamble in the new target TCI before one of the following conditions is fulfilled:
-	the new timing advance is acquired and applied in the target TCI state according to the requirements in clause 7.3;
-	the UL transmission is scheduled by the gNB.
    In this case, the requirements in clause 7.1.2.1 apply.
· Other options are not precluded



The motivation to study scheduling restriction after TCI state switch is concern that ambiguous UL transmission interferes other UEs’ regular UL transmission with correct UL timing.  But the issue may be not critical with regard to two facts: UE’s UL transmission before RACH is time limited and severity of interfering isn’t proved clearly. Given that, we suggest to accept and suffer the risk of potential interfering due to TCI state switch in Rel-17.
Proposal 1:  Support Option2, no impact on UE behavior after TCI state switch.

Issue 2-1-6: L1-SINR measurements with SSB-based CMR and dedicated IMR
	Way forward:
Open issue needs further discussion
· Option 1: For L1-SINR measurements with SSB-based CMR and dedicated IMR configured for FR2 HST, the same enhancements as SSB-based L1-RSRP measurements should be applied.
· Option 2: Do not define enhancement for L1-SINR
· Other options are not precluded



We have concerns on realistic validity and effect of L1-SINR with IMR in HST FR2 scenario. In contrast to UE assessing inter-beam interference which is design target of L1-SINR, SSBs from serving cell/RRH don’t interfere SSBs from consecutive cell/RRH with respect to HST FR2 DPS deployment, how and when to utilize L1-SINR with IMR is vague to UE.  
Proposal 2: Do not define enhancement for L1-SINR unless practical use cases can prove the necessity. 

Conclustion
Proposal 1:  Support Option2, no impact on UE behavior after TCI state switch.
Proposal 2: Do not define enhancement for L1-SINR unless practical use cases can prove the necessity. 
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