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Topic #1: Beam refinement assumption
Sub-topic 1-1 Rough beam vs Fine beam
Issue 1-1: Rough beam vs Fine beam
· Proposals
· Option 1: Beam refinement in RRC_INACTIVE and initial access is made in the same way as RRC_CONNECTED.
· Option 1a: with the same SSB configuration as Rel-16 SSB BC (RRC_CONNECTED) case. 
· Option 1b: with some modification in SSB configuration.
· Option 2: It is allowed not to refine beams in RRC_INACTIVE and initial access.
· Option 2a: It is allowed to use only one antenna element.
· Option 2b: Beam gain is 7 dB lower than RRC_CONNECTED.
· The Msg1 EIRP spherical coverage requirement for PC3 is [7+xdB] higher than the EIRP spherical coverage requirement specified in 6.2.1 for connected mode. 
· Option 3: Somewhere in the middle.
· Option 3a: Refinement is done but is not as good as RRC_CONNECTED.
· Option 3b: Refinement is done in CG-SDT but is not in RA-SDT and initial access.
· Option 3c: Refinement in DRX is not as good as continuous reception.
· Option 4: Rough beam or Fine beam used in IA is up to UE implementation and requirements should be implementation agnostic.

Way forward/Agreements:
· Focus on BC requirements first.
Topic #2:  BC requirement
Sub-topic 2-1 Minimum peak EIRP and spherical coverage
Issue 2-1-1: minimum peak EIRP
· WF
· Option 1: min peak EIRP is included. 
· Option 1a: EIRP is the same as RRC_CONNECTED
· Option 1b: EIRP is lower in initial access and RRC_INACTIVE
· Option 2: min peak EIRP is not included. 

Issue 2-1-2: EIRP spherical coverage requirement for msg1

Way forward/Agreements:
· Agree that spherical coverage %-tile for PC3 is the same as connected, i.e., 50%-tile.
· Discuss if Min EIRP at 50% is the same level as connected or relaxed from connected.

Sub-topic 2-2 RAR
Issue 2-2: RAR
· Proposal
· Option 1: RAR is included. 
· Option 2: RAR is not included.
· WF
· Focus on msg1 requirement first. Then, discuss RAR later 
Sub-topic 2-3 msg3
Issue 2-3: msg3
· Proposals
· Option 1: msg3 is included.
· Option 2: msg3 is not included.
· WF
· Option 2
Sub-topic 2-4 msgA
Issue 2-4: msgA
· Proposals
· Option 1: msgA is included.
· Option 1a: msgA requirement is the same as msg1.
· Option 1b: msgA requirement is the same as Rel-16.
· Option 2: msgA is not included 
· WF
· Focus on msg1 requirement first. Then, discuss msgA later 
Sub-topic 2-5 applicability of Rel-16 SSB BC requirement
Issue 2-5: applicability of Rel-16 SSB BC requirement
· Proposals
· Option 1: Applicable to IA, RA-SDT, and CG-SDT.
· Option 2: Not applicable.
· WF
· No further discussion. Discuss each requirement individually if it is agreed to specify.
Sub-topic 2-6 requirement scenario (IA, RA-SDT, CG-SDT)
Issue 2-6: requirement scenario
· WF
· Option 1: Core requirement is introduced to all cases, i.e., IA, RA-SDT, and CG-SDT
· Option 1a: Core requirement is the same for all cases and one set of requirements is appliable to all.
· Option 1b: Core requirement is specified for each case, IA, RA-SDT and CG-SDT.
· Option 2: Core requirement is only introduced to initial access.
Void
Sub-topic 2-8 BC tolerance
Issue 2-8: BC tolerance
· Proposal
· Option 1: BC tolerance is applicable. 
· Option 1a: The same as Rel-16. 
· Option 1b: New tolerance is introduced.
· Option 1b-1: New tolerance for long/short DRX scenarios needs to be clear. 
· Option 1b-2: a beam correspondence tolerance X dB can be defined for IA, and the tolerance is applicable
· Option 2: BC tolerance is not applicable.
· WF
· Focus on msg1 requirement first. Then, discuss whether BC tolerance is needed later
Sub-topic 2-9 UE capability
· WF
· No new UE capability for beam correspondence is introduced. 
Sub-topic 2-10 side conditions
· WF
· FFS: further study the side condition.
Topic #3: Test Issues
Sub-topic 3-1 Feasibility to achieve maximum output power
Issue 3-1-1: BC can be verified with well-defined parameters already available from legacy releases.
· WF
· Option 1: Feasible by holding RAR.
· Option 2: Feasible already from the first preamble. 
· Option 3:  The detail of how to enable the UE to transmit at max. output power is left to RAN5. 

Issue 3-1-2: whether new test functionality is needed?
· WF
· Option 1: Introduce a beam lock function to RRC_INACTIVE and initial access.
· Option 1a: Ask RAN5 the feasibility of beam lock function
· Option 2: Introduced a new RA response timer.
· Option 3: If a beam lock function is not feasible, consider how to guarantee zero P-MPR during tests for BC requirements for RRC_INACTIVE and initial access for Issue 3-1-2
· Option 4: No new test functionality is needed
[bookmark: _Hlk118887786]Sub-topic 3-2 Test scenario
Issue 3-2: Test scenario
· WF
· Option 1: A new test scenario with short/long DRX to trigger SDT mode in RRC_INACTIVE is introduced
· Option 2: A new test scenario with short/long DRX to trigger SDT mode in RRC_INACTIVE is not introduced
Sub-topic 3-3 Polarization aspects
Issue 3-3: Polarization aspects
· WF
· Option 1: Testability limitation on polarization aspect shall be addressed
· Option 1a: EIRP compensation according to R4-2218559
· Option 1b: Separate communication and measurement antenna
· Option 2: No need or other solutions
[bookmark: _Hlk119008984]Sub-topic 3-4 PRACH requirement verification
· WF
· FFS: further study the PRACH requirement related to beamlock in Rel-15

