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1. Topic #1 RRM impacts by others objectives except timing and eUTCI
Issue 1-1-1: Whether to specify RRM requirements for TDCP reporting?
Agreements
· FFS to define TDCP measurement accuracy requirements
· FFS to define TDCP measurement delay requirements

Issue 1-2-1: Whether to specify RRM requirements for Rel-17 Full slot SRS transmission?
Conclusion: No consensus to specify RRM requirements for Rel-17 Full slot SRS transmission feature in the scope of Rel-18 MIMO evolution WI

Issue 1-2-2: Whether to specify RRM requirements for Rel-18 SRS enhancement for 8TX UL?
· Tentative agreements
· Reuse legacy SRS switching RRM requirements for 8TX UL

Issue 1-3-1: RRM impacts by simultaneous multi-panel UL transmission?
· Agreements
· No other RRM requirements required for simultaneous multi-panel UL transmission except potential timing requirements in topic 2 and enhanced unified TCI framework in topic 3, the proposals are suggested to submit in topic #2& topic #3 accordingly. No further discussion in topic #1.

2. Topic#2 Timing requirements for UL multi-DCI multi-TRP with two TAs
Issue 2-1-1: What is the assumption on M1/M2 for MTTD for UE not capable of supporting RTD>CP?
· Agreements
· If UE supports STxMP
· The MTTD between multiple TRPs can be defined as (CP + M1) for FR1 and (CP + M2) for FR2, M1=1.6us and M2=0.5 us

Issue 2-1-2: DL reference timing
· Agreements
· [bookmark: _Toc131949487][bookmark: _Toc135057654]For UL timing requirements, RAN4 to specify requirements to support two downlink reference timings. 
· FFS how to capture it in spec. based on RAN1/RAN2 progress of the definition of TA commands. 

Issue 2-1-3: How to handle overlapping UL transmissions in TDM manner?
· Proposals: 
· Proposal 1: 
· [bookmark: _Toc135057662]Scheduling restrictions can be optimized considering reporting by the UE about RTD, switching time or the number of OFDM symbols that cannot be used for UL transmission.
· [bookmark: _Toc135057663]Scheduling restrictions for UL transmissions do not need to be captured in RAN4 specification. Send LS to RAN1 to cover that instead. 
· Proposal 2: 
· For FR2, RAN4 shall start from assumption that UE is only able to perform TX from one panel at a time.
· Proposal 3: 
· Wait for further RAN1 progress.

Issue 2-1-4: TAG management for multi-TRP with 2 TAs
· Proposals: 
· For multi-DCI based multi-TRP operation with two TAs, when the transmission timing difference between two TAGs exceeds the MTTD value:
· Proposal 1: RAN4 can do some study on TAG management when the 2 UL transmissions exceed the MTTD.
· Proposal 2: Reuse LTE CA solution. UE may stop the UL transmissions for one of the two TAGs for multi-TRP
· Proposal 3: Do not define requirements. It’s up to UE implementation. 

3. Topic #3 Unified TCI Framework extended to M-TRP
Issue 3-1-1: For eUTCI, whether to support intra-cell mTRP and inter-cell mTRP scenarios?
· Agreements
· Consider both intra-cell and inter-cell mTRP scenarios
· FFS if inter-cell mTRP scenario would apply for simultaneous reception based mTRP scheme in FR2

Issue 3-1-2: For eUTCI, whether to support simultaneous reception in mTRP?
· Agreements
· Define eUTCI RRM requirements to support simultaneous reception in mTRP for FR1


Issue 3-1-4: Whether to introduce RRM requirements for eUTCI if UE can support sTxMP? 
· Proposals
· Proposal 1: Define requirements for uTCI extension to mTRP for sTxMP.
· Proposal 2: 
· The existing requirements for unified TCI can be applicable to STxMP enhancement if simultaneous reception or transmission with multi panel is not assumed.
· Discuss requirements with simultaneous UL transmission with multi-panel in future release.
· Proposal 3: 
· Wait for further RAN1 progress

Issue 3-1-5: For eUTCI, whether to consider repetition and SFN for RRM impacts? 
· Proposals
· Proposal 1: 
· Yes
· Proposal 2: 
· No

Issue 3-1-6: Whether/How to specify TCI state switching requirements for eUTCI?
· RAN4 to discuss:
· For mDCI based mTRP:
· FFS: For UE not support two TAs, for each TRP joint/DL/UL TCI states, R17 Active downlink/uplink TCI state switching delay for unified TCI requirements can be reused by association to corestPoolIndex.
· FFS on the known condition and UE track timing/frequency from different TRPs if two TAs
· For sDCI based mTRP:
· FFS: Whether different RRM requirements are based on different physical channels?
· FFS: Whether to specify different RRM requirements to support one or two TCI states are switched?
· FFS: Whether to specify RRC based TCI state switch delay requirements for eUTCI?

