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1. Introduction
RAN4 has discussed requirements for FR2 inter CA for a few meetings. Discussion on the FR2 inter band CA mainly focus on the interruption requirement, beam management, scheduling/measurement restrictions, Scell activation delay for FR2 inter band CA. Few CRs were approved at previous RAN4 meeting however a few issues are still open and in this contribution, we provide our considerations for these open issues.

2. Discussion
The first issue we consider in this contribution is the interruption requirement. At RAN4 95e meeting, the following agreements on interruption requirements were achieved at [1].     
For a FR2 inter-band CA combination with using independent beam management, the existing interruption requirements for inter-band CA can be applied.
The following options are considered on how to define the interruption requirements for FR2 inter-band CA for CBM UE.

· Option 1: the existing interruption requirements of intra-band CA can be applied.
· Option 2: the interruption requirements can be defined as the current interruption with adding a SMTC duration which is the longest SMTC duration among all the serving cells in this FR2 band pair.
· Option 3: RAN4 RRM need feedback on the RF architectures of common beam UEs from RF session, e.g. in different band combinations.
Note: a CBM UE is a UE capable of common beam management for FR2 inter-band CA. And an IBM UE is a UE capable of independent beam management for FR2 inter-band CA.

The difficulty to achieve an agreement comes from two aspects: 1. It is related to the conditions on when CBM can apply, mainly on MRTC/MTTD requirements. 2. It is also related to the RF implementation, for example whether a UE uses same or different RF chains to operate in FR2 inter-band CA with CBM. Regarding the second aspect, how UE uses its RF chains to handle FR2 inter band CA with CBM is an implementation issue and the corresponding RRM requirement, if defined, should be defined as a general case which can satisfy various UE implementations. For the first aspects, the MRTD’s requirement for CBM may impact the interruption requirement and if the intra band CA requirement is used for inter band CA with CBM case, i.e., option 1 is used, the corresponding suitable MRTD requirement could be defined as a pre-condition. 
Proposal 1:  We prefer option 1 and the corresponding suitable MRTD requirement (for example 260ns) could be defined as a pre-condition when this requirement is used.  

Another issue is related to SCell activation delay. The following agreements were agreed at previous meeting [1]: 

SCell activation requirement for case 2: SCell being activated belongs to FR2 and if there is no active serving cell on that FR2 band provided that PCell or PSCell is FR2

· For CBM UEs in the Case 2, if the target SCell is known, the existing known SCell requirement in the case of“SCell being activated belongs to FR2 and if there is no active serving cell on that FR2 band provided that PCell or PSCell is FR1” shall be applied.
· For CBM UEs in the Case 2, if the target SCell is unknown, FFS the SCell activation delay requirements.
· Option 1: the existing SCell activation delay requirements for FR1+FR2 CA without L1-RSRP measurement delay can be reused.
· Other options are not precluded.
For the delay requirement for UE with CBM in the case 2, i.e., SCell being activated belongs to FR2 and if there is no active serving cell on that FR2 band provided that PCell or PSCell is FR2, the requirement should consist of AGC settling time, cell search time, fine timing tracking time. Regarding the L1-RSRP measurement time, under the CBM situation, the part can be excluded since a UE can derive the beam information from an active serving cell in another FR2 band. In addition considering the time for TCI configuration, we prefer this part could also be included in the delay requirement.      
Proposal 2: Using option 1 with the suggestion to include TCI configuration time for UE with CBM in case 2 scenario.   
3. Conclusion
In this paper, we provide our view on the remaining issues for the RRM requirements on the FR2 inter band CA and has the following proposals: 
Proposal 1:  We prefer option 1 and the corresponding suitable MRTD requirement (for example 260ns) could be defined as a pre-condition when this requirement is used.  
Proposal 2: Using option 1 with the suggestion to include TCI configuration time for UE with CBM in case 2 scenario.   
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