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1. Introduction 
In RAN4#94e-Bis possible update to RRM requirements with multi-TRP was discussed. The options to be considered have been captured in the approved way forward [1]. In this contribution, we provide our views on requirements due to multi-TRP transmission for eMIMO. 
2. Discussion
The agreements in [1] related to RRM requirements for multi-TRP:
· No need to change MRTD requirement for FR2 intra-band CA scenario to enable multi-TRP transmission

The open issues related to multi-TRP are:
· The necessity of change on intra-band EN-DC MRTD/MTTD to enable multi-TRP transmission
· The necessity of change on FR1 intra-band CA MRTD to enable multi-TRP transmission
The discussion in last meeting was focused on whether the MRTD/MTTD requirements for intra-band EN-DC and MRTD requirements for FR1 intra-band CA are still applicable with multi-TRP for NR as the requirements defined are under the assumption of co-located deployment. 
Multi-TRP operation is from the same cell, not different cells for which MRTD requirements are defined. Also, with multi-TRP, based on RAN1 agreement, the signals from different TRP are guaranteed to be received at the UE within CP using single/multiple FFT. In case of EN-DC, the PCell might have CoMP operation we don’t preclude the MRTD/MTTD requirements for intra-band EN-DC in that case. Similarly, the PScell could have multi-TRP transmission. As long as one of the TRP’s in NR PScell are co-located with the PCell, the co-located deployment criteria for which the requirements are defined is satisfied. Hence, we propose not to update the requirements for multi-TRP operation.  
Observation #1: PCell could have CoMP, but there is not special requirement for intra-band EN-DC for MRTD/MTTD requirements for that.
Observation #2: The existing requirements for intra-band EN-DC would still be applicable with multi-TRP as long as co-location deployment is satisfied with at-least one TRP.
Proposal #1:  Don’t change existing intra-band EN-DC MRTD/MTTD requirements due to multi-TRP transmission.
For intra-band CA, one or more of the cells could have multi-TRP deployment. Again, as long as one of the TRPs in multi-TRP deployment are co-located with the other cell, we believe the co-location deployment criteria is satisfied and the same requirements shall apply.
Proposal #2: Don’t change existing FR1 intra-band CA MRTD due to multi-TRP transmission.


3. Conclusion
In this paper, we provide our views on requirements due to multi-TRP transmission for eMIMO. Our observations and proposals are captured below:

Observation #1: PCell could have CoMP, but there is not special requirement for intra-band EN-DC for MRTD/MTTD requirements for that.
Observation #2: The existing requirements for intra-band EN-DC would still be applicable with multi-TRP as long as co-location deployment is satisfied with at-least one TRP.
Proposal #1:  Don’t change existing intra-band EN-DC MRTD/MTTD requirements due to multi-TRP transmission.
Proposal #2: Don’t change existing FR1 intra-band CA MRTD due to multi-TRP transmission.
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