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1	Introduction
In RAN4 #95e meeting, MRTD for FR2 inter-band DL CA was discussed and the following was agreed
	[bookmark: _Hlk47317672]Agreement: MRTD for CBM is FFS
· At least 260ns is feasible from UE perspective
· At least 3us MRTD is feasible from network perspective for co-located deployments
· Further study feasibility to support up to 3us MRTD from UE perspective under assumption of co-located deployment in terms of impact on performance (e.g. possible scheduling restrictions) 
· Option 1: complete this work by Rel-16. If not consensus can be reached by RAN4#96e, do not define CBM RRM requirements in Rel-16
· Option 2: continue discussing this in Rel-17. No CBM RRM requirements in Rel-16 are defined.
· If no consensus can be made to define MRTD value for CBM and the study on the feasibility to support up to 3us MRTD by RAN4#96e, no CBM RRM requirements in Rel-16 are defined
Agreement: 8us MRTD is defined for IBM based FR2 inter-band CA



In our contribution we provide our view on MRTD requirements in case of CBM.
2	Discussion
Discussing MRTD requirements for CBM case of FR2 inter-band CA we consider the following aspects:
1. TR 38.133 explicitly defines that the MRTD requirements should be set considering the UE perspective.  
	[bookmark: _Hlk47732585]7.6	Maximum Receive Timing Difference
7.6.1	Introduction
…
UE shall be capable of handling a relative receive timing difference among the closest slot timing boundaries of different carriers to be aggregated in NR carrier aggregation.


In the case if for the UEs with CBM a relative receive timing difference between two carriers is higher than CP, switching the beam on a symbol boundary of one carrier will result switching the beam in the middle of OFDM symbol at another carrier. Missing the symbols violates “capable of handling” statement from the specification. Therefore, MRTD should be less than CP.
2. Co-located deployment is considered as the most natural scenario for FR2 inter-band CA with CBM. This allows us to exclude propagation delay differences from the MRTD, and makes the scenario very similar to FR2 intra-band CA.

3. TR 38.133 specifies that FR2 intra-band CA works under the assumption of CBM 
	3.6.3	Applicability for intra-band FR2
For the requirements in RRC connected state specified in this version of the specification, UE shall assume that the transmitted signals from the serving cells should have the same downlink spatial domain transmission filter on one OFDM symbol in the same band in FR2. Otherwise, the UE is not supposed to satisfy any requirements for SCell.


Given all the said, we propose the following:
Proposal 1: In case of common beam management in FR2 inter-band CA, for MRTD we propose to reuse FR2 intra-band CA requirements, i.e. MRTD = 260ns.
3	Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed the MRTD requirements for CBM in FR2 inter-band CA. After discussion, the following conclusion is provided:
Proposal 1: In case of common beam management in FR2 inter-band CA, for MRTD it is proposed to reuse FR2 intra-band CA requirements, i.e. MRTD = 260ns.
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