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1	Introduction 
At RAN4 meeting#108bis, the following issues were captured in the WF [1]:
Issue 3-1-1: Whether L1-RSRP GBBR requirements should be extended to RTD >CP if the UE supports RTD>CP capability
· Way forward: Companies are requested to bring further analysis

Issue 3-1-1: How to capture RTD applicability conditions in multi-RX WI
· Way forward: Further discuss in next meeting.
· Option 1: This condition is mentioned for each relevant multi-RX RRM requirement such as scheduling/measurement restriction, dual TCI state switching, L1-RSRP for GBBR.
· Option 2: In clause 3.6	“Applicability of requirements in this specification version,” it is stated that RTD < CP as a condition for the relevant requirements to apply
In this contribution, we share our views. 
2	Discussion
How to capture RTD applicability conditions in multi-RX WI

In the endorsed big CR [2], there is no mention of RTD < CP as a condition for the requirements to apply. However, there is a clear need to mention it because of the implications on UE implementation and network deployment. 

Proposal 1: RTD < CP should be captured in 38.133 as a condition for the relevant multi-RX RRM requirements to apply.

As for the two options, Option 1 requires modification of every such mention and is prone to errors while Option 2 provides an once-and-for-all modification. Therefore, we prefer Option 2.

Proposal 2: It is proposed to state in clause 3.6	“Applicability of requirements in this specification version.” that RTD < CP is the condition for the relevant multi-RX RRM requirements to apply.

A corresponding R17 CR is provided in [3].

Whether L1-RSRP GBBR requirements should be extended to RTD >CP if the UE supports RTD>CP capability

As we commented at the last meeting, any requirement that would require UE to support RTD>CP would increase UE implementation. That is why RAN4 reached the following conclusion in RAN4#108:

· The requirements defined for multi-Rx are only applicable for receive timing difference (RTD) less than CP in Rel-18 multi-Rx WI.
· RAN4 understands it is important to support RTD>CP and recommend to consider in future release.

As a result, any agreement on whether L1-RSRP GBBR requirements should be extended to RTD >CP if the UE supports RTD>CP capability should be made in future release.

Proposal 3: L1-RSRP GBBR requirements should not be extended to RTD >CP because of UE implementation impact. UE support of RTD>CP can be discussed in R19.
3	Conclusions
In this contribution, we make the following proposals.
Proposal 1: RTD < CP should be captured in 38.133 as a condition for the relevant multi-RX RRM requirements to apply.
Proposal 2: It is proposed to state in clause 3.6	“Applicability of requirements in this specification version.” that RTD < CP is the condition for the relevant multi-RX RRM requirements to apply.
Proposal 3: L1-RSRP GBBR requirements should not be extended to RTD >CP because of UE implementation impact. UE support of RTD>CP can be discussed in R19.
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