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Introduction
The beam correspondence requirement for partial beam correspondence UEs (‘bit 0 UE’) was completed for PC3 UEs as part of Rel-15 work, but the requirement structure suggests no requirements apply for other power classes. We propose completing the requirement by addressing the other power classes.
Discussion
The beam correspondence requirement of clause 6.6 of TS38.1010-2 was originally intended for the UE to meet certain EIRP statistics (peak and spherical coverage) using autonomous beams. The requirement was modified in RAN plenary in December 2018 to include a new class of UEs that only had partial beam correspondence (‘bit 0 UE’) and needed UL beam sweeping to achieve the necessary spherical coverage. This relaxation was intended for PC3 UEs, and Rel-15 FR2 requirements were considered complete after the partial BC requirements for PC3 were completed. There was no effort to work on other power classes, which is consistent with the intent of the relaxation. 
Observation1: Bit 0 UEs were introduced to help early PC3 UE implementations become functional in a nascent network environment. 
Unfortunately, the lack of treatment of other power classes in the requirement subclause suggests that there is no beam correspondence requirement for any of the other power classes. This omission was pointed out by many companies, including the RAN4 chairman during RAN4#97-e during discussion of the FR2 PC5 UE. 
The chairman’s view was consistent with strong concern among a majority [1] with leaving the BC requirement incomplete, because “With no specification of BC requirements in 6.6, there is no assurance for the network that the UE has any beam correspondence ability before network assistance with UL beam sweeping”
There is also another, stronger incentive to complete the requirement, which is to not encourage the ineffectual arrangement of having a feature or capability, but with no verifying requirement.
Observation2: All power classes must be treated in the beam correspondence requirement, like any other requirement.
Proposal: Complete the beam correspondence requirement for FR2 UEs by including power classes other than PC3.
Consistent with observations 1 and 2, the requirement for the remaining power classes can be completed by explicitly documenting that the remaining power classes shall meet EIRP peak and spherical coverage requirements with autonomous beams. See accompanying CR [2].
Conclusion
Observation1: Bit 0 UEs were introduced to help early PC3 UE implementations become functional in a nascent network environment. 
Observation2: All power classes must be treated in the beam correspondence requirement, like any other requirement.
Proposal: Complete the beam correspondence requirement for FR2 UEs by including power classes other than PC3. 
Consistent with observations 1 and 2, the requirement for the remaining power classes can be completed by explicitly documenting that the remaining power classes shall meet EIRP peak and spherical coverage requirements with autonomous beams. See accompanying CR [2].
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