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1 [bookmark: _Ref124589705][bookmark: _Ref129681862]Introduction
In Rel-18, beam correspondence at initial access stage and RRC inactive is one of the objectives for FR2 enhancement. And in the approved WF [1] last meeting the open issues are as below. This paper will further discuss these aspects.

	Topic #3: Test Issues
Issue 3-1-1: BC can be verified with well-defined parameters already available from legacy releases.
· 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?
· 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
Issue 3-2: Test scenario
· 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
Issue 3-3: Polarization aspects
· 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



2 Discussion
In the past meetings, the test aspects of IA beam correspondence have been discussed a lot. And still many aspects are not clear, like how to reach the MOE of UE, and whether new test functionality is needed, and polarization impacts to the test, etc. Views are divergent on these aspects, and seems many of them are RAN5 dependent and testing specific issues instead of core requirements. It is understood that the boundary between RAN4 and RAN5 sometimes is not clear especially in FR2. However, our view is that the “issues” that don’t impact core requirements or are testing specific should be left to RAN5 to reduce the already high work load of RAN4.

[bookmark: _Hlk127537822]For the discussion here, how to reach the MOP like by holding RAR, or by configuring specific IA parameters should be left to RAN5 considering it doesn’t requirement definition as long as UE is under MOP status.

And in last meeting the LS [2] about beam lock function was sent to RAN5, and RAN4 asked RAN5 to check the testability of EIRP in initial access. No matter the feasibility of beam lock function, or testability of dual polarization. They are all pure testing issues should be discussed and decided in RAN5.

Proposal 1:         RAN4 should focus on the test issues which have requirement impact, and leave other test issues to RAN5.

Proposal 2:         Move the following issues to RAN5 for further discussion and decision:
· how to reach the MOP in IA;
· feasibility of beam lock function in IA;
· testability of dual polarization in IA;
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