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1. Introduction
RAN4 has achieved broad agreement on what constitutes beam correspondence, at least for PC3. There continues to be debate about technical details pertaining to details of which DL channels may be used, and configurations of the signals. In this contribution, we propose a spec. requirement structure for beam correspondence.
2. Discussion

The general method to establish beam correspondence (BC), for PC3 devices was agreed upon in the previous meeting [1]. A good technical discussion was recorded in [2] pertaining to details of which DL channels could be used during the BC test for PC3, and configuration of those signals. We believe this discussion must continue, but many testing details threaten the completion of core requirement in TS38.101-2 for beam correspondence.
Proposal 1: RF Core requirements for beam correspondence shall not include DL channel details

A spec. proposal based on [3] and [4] is below. Note that while there is agreement in RAN4 that ‘spherical coverage’ requirements cover performance along both, peak direction, and statistically determined direction (example: 85%ile for PC1), the core requirement in TS38.101-2, section 6.2.1, treats peak power requirement and spherical coverage requirement as distinct entities – see 6.2.1.x-1 and 6.2.1.x-3 tables. In keeping with this convention, peak and spherical coverage requirements are treated as separate items in the acceptance criteria in the proposal.
Proposal 2:
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The technical discussion on details of DL channels used in the beam correspondence test remain useful and we support their continuation. Agreements made in RAN4 on this topic can serve as guidance to RAN5. 
3. Conclusion
We recognize that there are some contentious technical details to sort out in the mechanics of the beam correspondence verification. The details are important, but they are testability considerations, and as such should not hold the core requirement back.

Proposal 1: RF Core requirements for beam correspondence shall not include DL channel details

We propose a spec. structure consistent with above
Proposal 2:
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The proposals have been incorporated into a dCR [5].
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6.6	Beam correspondence


Beam correspondence is the ability of a UE to select a beam for UL transmission that allows it to meet acceptance criteria, based on DL measurements without relying on network-initiated transmit beam refinement. The acceptance criteria are listed in subsections below, by power class:


6.6.1	Acceptance Criteria for PC1


6.6.2	Acceptance Criteria for PC2


6.6.3	Acceptance Criteria for PC3


A PC3 UE is said to possess beam correspondence capability if:


The UE meets its minimum peak EIRP requirement as described in section 6.2.1


The UE meets its EIRP spherical coverage requirement as described in section 6.2.1 


The UE determines its UL beam without network-assisted UL beam refinement, for each test link angle while fulfilling requirements 1 and 2 above 


6.6.4		Acceptance Criteria for PC4
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