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1. Introduction
In [1], there are two remaining issues for beam correspondence: power tolerance and requirement applicability. In this contribution, we provide our views on these issues.
2. Discussion
2.1 Power tolerance 
In [1], we agreed that:

· WF
· Power tolerance and spherical coverage requirement should be jointly considered.
· RAN4 acknowledges the UE requires sufficient transmit opportunities to optimize the output power accuracy (settling time). 
· FFS the feasibility of sufficient transmit opportunities and the impact of wait time during the test.
· FFS, companies are encouraged to bring details of mechanisms that they believe cause error in Tx power level settling during initial access.

Considering the open-loop power control is used in initial access and UE lack of the feedback from TE, UE may hard to achieve same power accuracy at MOP as close-loop power control in connection mode. However, with sufficient transmit opportunities, the power accuracy can be improved and become more stable and the RF requirement also should be defined at this stable situation, otherwise we cannot find a proper principle to discuss the value since the UE performance may be various when transmit opportunities are different.   

Observation 1: RAN4 requirement should defined with the understanding that sufficient transmit opportunities can be guaranteed and power tolerance is minimized.

The need of tolerance was raised due to the concern that final test method cannot eliminate the impact of difference between open-loop power control and close-loop power control, which is closed related to the test method design and we cannot get a clear picture for it at this stage.

Observation 2: The need of tolerance comes from the concern that test method cannot guaranteed the condition assumed in RAN4 requirement design.

Based on the analysis above, we prefer do not relax the core requirement in the spec but only introduce relaxation in the test. As for the required power tolerance value, even though aggregated power tolerance does not include power PRACH and also need the TPC command, the aggregated power tolerance is designed for non-contiguous transmission, which is behavior most similar to PRACH transmission, so we think the 3.5 dB can be a starting point.

Proposal 1: The core requirement keeps unchanged and send LS to RAN5 to inform that if the test method cannot guarantee UE have same power accuracy as close-loop power control, 3.5 dB relaxation is allowed in the test for this feature.  
2.2 Average of PRACH power in time domain
In previous meeting, we agreed that:
The accumulative period of measurement for PRACH transmission shall be at least 1 ms.

Due to the non-contiguous transmissions of PRACH, there two period exist in the test. One is mentioned in the above, which means the total time for PRACH transmission. Another one the whole measurement time for each test point including the slots without PRACH transmission. Considering the final power is based on time-domain average, it is better to further clarify that only the total time with PRACH transmission is used for average calculation. 

Proposal 2: Further clarify that the total time for PRACH power average calculation is the sum of slots with PRACH transmission.

2.3 Requirement applicability
In [2], we analyzed that why this feature is optional and propose the verification depends on UE declaration, but companies may complain that such way lacks reasonable reference and restriction. We think an alternative is the proposal we provided in [3], only UEs support beamCorrespondenceWithoutUL-BeamSweeping and beamCorrespondenceSSB-based-r16 are considered to support this feature.

Proposal 3: The beam correspondence in initial access is optional and only UEs that support both beamCorrespondenceWithoutUL-BeamSweeping and beamCorrespondenceSSB-based-r16 are considered to support this feature.
3. Conclusion
Observation 1: RAN4 requirement should defined with the understanding that sufficient transmit opportunities can be guaranteed and power tolerance is minimized.

Observation 2: The need of tolerance comes from the concern that test method cannot guaranteed the condition assumed in RAN4 requirement design.

Proposal 1: The core requirement keeps unchanged and send LS to RAN5 to inform that if the test method cannot guarantee UE have same power accuracy as close-loop power control, 3.5 dB relaxation is allowed in the test for this feature.  

Proposal 2: Further clarify that the total time for PRACH power average calculation is the sum of slots with PRACH transmission.

Proposal 3: The beam correspondence in initial access is optional and only UEs that support both beamCorrespondenceWithoutUL-BeamSweeping and beamCorrespondenceSSB-based-r16 are considered to support this feature.
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