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1. Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk131426020]The Rel-18 WI of even further RRM enhancement was approved in [1] and further revised in [2]. The progress on performance part is captured in WF [3]. In this paper, we further provide our views on the remaining issues.
2. Discussion
One FFS point is whether UE is considered as “Pass the test” if UE report L1-RSRP before the scheduled UL resource for L3 report. The status is summarized as follows:
	Issue 2-1: How to configure M to have valid L3 report for FG31-1 TC

Agreement:
· Calculate the M values based on UE capability in the corresponding sections. 

Agreement:
DCI transmission timing: cover two case:
· Case 1: n+3ms+THARQ+M-k2
· FFS: UE pass condition is either UE to L1 or L3 report.
· Case 2: n+[7]ms+ THARQ
· where k2=1 with type A mapping and startSymbolAndLength (SLIV) = 42 (L=4, and S=0).
DL scheduling for data starts from n+3ms.

Issue 2-2: whether to verify requirement without L3 reporting for FG31-1 TC
Agreement:
· For all FG31-1 TCs, only verify the activation delay when L3 report is triggered.
· FFS UE reporting L1 is also a pass condition.

Issue 2-3: whether to verify requirement for L1 report before and after TCI configuration in FG31-1 TC

· Option 1 (CMCC): 
· for the test cases on L3 report based enhancement, it is proposed to consider both the case with L1 measurement and the case without L1 measurement.
· Option 2 (CTC, Apple):
· When TCI configuration are based on L1-RSRP reporting, legacy requirements and existing test cases can be applied. It’s proposed only to define test case for TCI configuration based on the latest valid L3-RSRP reporting, i.e., the latest valid L3-RSRP reporting is before TCI configuration. 
· Agreement:
· Up to the conclusion of “FFS” part in issue 2-2




From the delay requirements perspective, we can understand the motivation. Since UE already reports the L1-RSRP, the SCell activation procedure can proceed without L3 report. However, from UE implementation perspective, it is complicated to consider such cross-layer design. We think it is unrealistic implementation that UE can cancel the L3 report by L1 reporting. Besides, M value is another requirement until which UE shall hold the valid results. Thus, this holding requirement shall not be impacts by whether there is L1 reporting, which may also cause some cross-layer problem to NW side. Base on above analysis, for Case 1, the TCI configuration is based on the L3 reporting regardless whether there is L1 reporting before n+3ms+THARQ+M, and UE shall be able to report L3 report as scheduled. 
Proposal 1: For following case1, the TCI configuration is based on the L3 reporting regardless whether there is L1 reporting before n+3ms+THARQ+M, and UE shall be able to report L3 report as scheduled.
· Case 1: n+3ms+THARQ+M-k2

Another issue is about which applicability rule for CSSF =2. It was agreed in previous meeting to introduce test applicability rule that UE only needs to perform one TC between TC#1 and TC#2. TC#2 is more challenging (PUCCH SCell and CSSF is equal 2). Then based on the applicability rule UE may choose only to test TC#1.
Observation 1: Based on the applicability rule, the challenging case may not be verified (PUCCH SCell and CSSF = 2) since UE is only required to perform one TC for each FR. 
Thus, we proposed to verify CSSF = 2 in TC#2 and clarify the applicability rule that for UE support two PUCCH group, UE is required to pass TC#2.
Proposal 2: Clarify the applicability rule that for UE supporting two PUCCH group, UE is required to pass TC#2.


3. Conclusions
Proposal 1: For following case1, the TCI configuration is based on the L3 reporting regardless whether there is L1 reporting before n+3ms+THARQ+M, and UE shall be able to report L3 report as scheduled.
· Case 1: n+3ms+THARQ+M-k2
Observation 1: Based on the applicability rule, the challenging case may not be verified (PUCCH SCell and CSSF = 2) since UE is only required to perform one TC for each FR. 
Proposal 2: Clarify the applicability rule that for UE supporting two PUCCH group, UE is required to pass TC#2.
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