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1 Introduction
In RAN4#106 meeting, WF on RRM core part for FeMIMO were approved in [1]. 
In this contribution, we provide our consideration of RRM requirements maintenance and give our proposals. 
2 Discussion
There are some issues should be confirmed for the RRM requirements maintenance.
	Issue 1-1-3 Whether UE need to track UL time/frequency if source RS in UL TCI state is not in the DL active TCI list
· To be confirmed:
· [Do not define requirements for the case if source RS in UL TCI state is not in DL active TCI state list]



In RAN4#106 meeting, there is still square bracket. In Rel-17, we support “Do not define requirements for the case if source RS in UL TCI state is not in DL active TCI state list”
Proposal 1: If source RS in UL TCI state is not in the DL active TCI list, Do not define requirements for the case if source RS in UL TCI state is not in DL active TCI state list. 

	Issue 1-2-1 MAC-CE based UL TCI state switching delay when SSB is indicated as PL-RS in UL TCI state for FR2
· Proposals
· Proposal 1(Apple, Huawei, Samsung):
· When PL-RS in UL TCI state switch is SSB in FR2, longer delay is expected.
· If no consensus can be achieved in RAN4, no requirements are defined for this case.
· Proposal 2(MTK,vivo): 
· Reuse the existing delay requirement of MAC CE based UL TCI state switch.
· Proposal 3(ZTE):
· Prefer to reuse the existing delay requirement of MAC CE based UL TCI state switch. However to move forward, a compromised solution is needed, e.g. allowing a clear but not too long additional latency.
· Proposal 4(Nokia):
· There is no need for beam sweeping for PL-RS measurements in FR2 if the PL-RS is SSB (assuming UE is having no more than 4 different PL-RS).
· RAN4 does not discuss UE requirements for the scenario where the UE is configured with more than 4 different PL-RS for all active UL (or joint) TCI states.
· There is no need for any additional measurements or beam sweeping at UL TCI state switch if the associated PL-RS is maintained by the UE. 
· The number of samples will not always be fixed as 5 samples when PL-RS is not maintained. 
· RAN4 to add [] around the number of samples needed if NM=1.



Companies in Proposal3 think RX beam sweeping is not needed. By our understanding, UE needs to perform RX beam sweeping for SSB because there is no TCI info for SSB if SSB is indicated as PL-RS. But how long is the delay, it depends on UE implementation. One proposal is to specify the worst case to consider both 5 samples of PL-RS and 8 RX beams. Another approach is in RAN4 spec, it is just said longer delay is expected. Consider it is not common case for SSB usage as PL-RS, we can accept there is no requirements when SSB is indicated as PL-RS in UL TCI state.
Proposal 2: For MAC-CE based UL TCI state switching delay when SSB is indicated as PL-RS in UL TCI state for FR2, we support Proposal 1. 
3 Conclusion
In this contribution, we provide our consideration of remaining issues of core requirements for FeMIMO and our proposals are: 
Proposal 1: If source RS in UL TCI state is not in the DL active TCI list, Do not define requirements for the case if source RS in UL TCI state is not in DL active TCI state list.
Proposal 2: For MAC-CE based UL TCI state switching delay when SSB is indicated as PL-RS in UL TCI state for FR2, we support Proposal 1.
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