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1 Introduction

The following agreements related to beam reporting and beam management principles were obtained in the previous meetings, and summarized as 
Agreements [1]: 
· NR supports the following beam reporting considering L groups where L>=1 and each group refers to a Rx beam set (Alt1) or a UE antenna group (Alt2) depending on which alternative is adopted. 

· For each group l, UE reports at least the following information:

· Information indicating group at least for some cases

· FFS: condition(s) to omit this parameter e.g. when L=1 or Nl=1

· Measurement quantities for Nl beam (s)

· Support L1 RSRP and CSI report (when CSI-RS is for CSI acquisition)

· FFS: the details of RSRP/CSI derivation and content

· FFS: Other reporting contents, e.g., RSRQ  

· FFS: Configurability between L1 RSRP and CSI report

· FFS: whether or not to support differential L1 RSRP feedback

· FFS: How to select Nl beam(s) e.g max Nl beams in terms of received power being above a certain threshold or in terms of correlation less than a certain threshold
· Information indicating Nl DL Tx beam(s) when applicable

· FFS: the details on this information, e.g., CSI-RS resource IDs, antenna port index, a combination of antenna port index and a time index, sequence index, beam selection rules for assisting rank selection for MIMO tx, etc.

· This group based beam reporting is configurable per UE basis.

· This group based beam reporting can be turned off per UE basis e.g. when L=1 or Nl=1

· NOTE: No group identifier is reported when it is turned off 

· FFS: how L is determined. e.g. by network configuration or UE selection or UE capability e.g. how many beams can be received simultaneously

· FFS: how is configured using the CSI framework to support multi-panel or multi-TRP transmission
Agreements [2]: 

· The following beam grouping criteria are considered:

· A1 (based on Alt 1): Different TRP TX beams reported for the same group can be received simultaneously at the UE. 

· A2 (based on Alt 2): Different TRP TX beams reported for different groups can be received simultaneously at the UE.

· Down selection of the beam grouping criteria by next meeting
· FFS in addition to the above grouping criteria, the following grouping criteria can be considered

· C1 (in combination with A1): Different TRP TX beams reported for different groups cannot be received simultaneously at the UE.

· C2(in combination with A2): Different TRP TX beams reported for the same group cannot be received simultaneously at the UE.

Agreements [2]:
· For beam management with beam group reporting the following quantities should be considered
· the max number of groups supported in the specification M, 

· the max number of Tx beams per group supported in the specification N
· the number of groups to report L 

· the number of Tx beams per group in the report Q

· FFS: UE-specific configuration of the parameters L, Q incorporating UE-capability information

· L = 1, Q = 1 are supported which implies no impact to reporting and indication overhead
· Companies are encouraged to evaluate performance to determine values of M, N, L, Q for the first release of NR 

· Decide on the values of L, M, N, Q supported by the spec to be able to determine impact on reporting and indication overhead. 
In this contribution, we compare and discuss the beam reporting mechanism from various aspects.
2  Discussion on beam reporting schemes in NR
For hybrid beamforming in NR MIMO, how to find and maintain the best or satisfactory Tx-Rx beam pair is an important problem, and the related procedures have been discussed in beam management issues. For DL beam management, P1/P2/P3 is supported to select the best TRP Tx beam(s) and the best UE Rx beam(s). In P1 and P2, beam reporting should be used to inform TRP each UE’s preferred Tx beams, and P-3 can be supported with or without reporting setting.  
Due to UE movement, rotation, and blockage, beam failure may occur. To improve the robustness, multiple-beam based transmission is agreed in the previous meeting, and group-based beam reporting is supported to indicate multiple preferred Tx beams to TRP. According to the previous discussions, Rx beam set based (Alt1) beam reporting and Rx beam group based (Alt2) beam reporting are two different schemes. In the following, we compare and discuss Alt1 and Alt2 schemes from various aspects, including scheduling flexibility, latency, and the capability against beam failure.     
In Alt1, both the number of sets and the beams in each set are decided by UE. The reported Tx beams in the same set can be transmitted simultaneously. One example is that each of Rx beam in a UE Rx beam set corresponds to a selected Rx beam in each panel. In Alt2, antenna group refers to UE antenna panel or subarray, and TX beams reported for different antenna groups can be received simultaneously at the UE. Figure 1 illustrates one example of two users served by two TRPs in a cell. Each UE has four Rx beams, where {Rx beam 1, Rx beam 2} are received by panel 1 and {Rx beam 3, Rx beam 4} are received by panel 2. 
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Figure 1: An example for two uses served by two TRPs in a cell
Here, we just take the scenario of two TRPs as an example, but the discussion in this contribution is not related to single or multi-TRP transmission, the conclusions are applicable to both cases.
Based on UE’s measurement, the preferred Tx-Rx beam pairs of UE1 and UE2 are respectively given as below.
UE 1 : {Tx beam 4, Rx beam 1},{Tx beam 9, Rx beam 3}, and {Tx beam2, Rx beam 4}
UE2 : {Tx beam 6, Rx beam 1}, {Tx beam9, Rx beam 2}, and {Tx beam 11, Rx beam 3}
The beam reporting formats of Alt1 and Alt2 for UE 1 are listed in Table 1.
Table 1 Beam reporting for Alt.1 and Alt.2
Alt1-a 

(Assuming Rx beam set 1 corresponds to Rx beam {1,3}, and Rx beam set 2 corresponds to Rx beam {4})
	Tx beam ID
	RSRP
	Rx beam set ID

	 4
	10 dB
	1

	 9
	12 dB
	1

	2
	10 dB
	2


Alt1-b
 (Assuming Rx beam set 1 corresponds to Rx beam {1,4}, and Rx beam set 2 corresponds to Rx beam {3})
	Tx beam ID
	RSRP
	Rx beam set ID

	 4
	10 dB
	1

	 9
	12 dB
	2

	 2
	10 dB
	1


  Alt2
	Tx beam ID
	RSRP
	Rx beam group ID

	 4
	10 dB
	1

	 9
	12 dB
	2

	 2
	10 dB
	2


· Scheduling flexibility
From Table 1, it can be seen that UE1 has two options to perform Rx beam grouping, one option is to group {Rx beam 1, Rx beam 3} as Rx beam set 1, { Rx beam 4} as Rx beam set 2 (shown as Alt1-a in Table 1), and the other option is to group {Rx beam 1, Rx beam 4} as Rx beam set 1, { Rx beam 2} as Rx beam set 2 (shown as Alt1-b in Table 1). From Alt1-a, gNB would know that Tx beam 4 and Tx beam 9 can be transmitted to UE1 simultaneously, and from Alt1-b, gNB would know that Tx beam 4 and Tx beam 2 can be transmitted simultaneously. If only Alt1-a or Alt1-b is reported, gNB could only know part of the information. However, from Alt2, the gNB would infer both options. 
From the above analysis, if the same scheduling flexibility as Alt2 is wanted to be achieved by Alt1, it may need more overhead. If not all the beam grouping options of Alt1 are reported, the gNB cannot decide the best beam-pairing for MU-MIMO transmission. For example, if only Alt1-a is reported, the gNB would know that Tx beam 4 and Tx beam 9 can be transmitted simultaneously to obtain multi-beam spatial multiplexing. Also, Tx beam 9 is the preferred Tx beam of UE2. Therefore, it would cause large multi-user interference if UE1 and UE2 are paired for MU-MIMO transmission. However, if Alt2 is adopted for beam reporting, gNB would infer that {Tx beam 4, Tx beam 2} can be assigned to UE1 and {Tx beam 6, Tx beam 11} can be assigned to UE2 for MU-MIMO transmission to avoid interference.
· Beam reporting latency 
For Alt1, UE can flexibly decide the Rx beam sets, but the sets are usually decided when all the beams have been measured. If the number of UE Rx beams is large, the beam reporting latency of Alt1 will be high. For Alt2, the beam grouping is naturally done according to the number of panels or sub-arrays. When UE has measured N (N is the max number of reported Tx beams per group) preferred Tx beams received by panel 1, it can sweep Rx beams of other panels, and the UE can trigger aperiodic beam reporting when the N preferred Tx beams of all the groups have been found. Hence, the beam reporting latency of Alt2 can be shorter than Alt1. 
In some cases, e.g., relatively high mobility scenarios, the periodicity of beam reporting should be short, so Alt2 scheme is more appropriate in these cases. Besides, to reduce the overhead of frequent beam reporting, the beam quality (e.g., RSRP) is not always necessary in each reporting. UE could report the Tx beam id and the corresponding Rx beam group id to the gNB, and the RSRP can be reported with a longer periodicity or when the beam pair link quality is below a predefined threshold.
· Capability against beam failure
The blockage caused by moving humans or vehicles, UE movement, or UE rotation might result in different levels of beam misalignment between TRP and UE. To avoid beam failure, the gNB and/or UE should select the candidate beam pairs according to beam reporting. If the blockage is caused by UE movement, the beam pairs with high correlation should be used as the candidate beam pairs, and if the blockage is caused by moving humans or vehicles, the beam pairs with low correlation should be considered. 
In Alt1, the Rx beams in the same set are from different panels, so the correlations among the Rx beams in the same set are usually low, but the correlations among the Rx beams in different sets are not known. In Alt2, the Rx beams in the same set are highly correlated since they are from the same panel, and the correlations among Rx beams in different sets are relatively low. Therefore, Alt2 can provide more information of the correlations among the Rx beams to gNB, which is beneficial in deciding the candidate beam pairs when blockage is occurred.   
Based on above discussion, we have the following proposal:
Proposal 1: Alt 2 based beam reporting principle is slight preferred in terms of scheduling flexibility, latency, and the capability against beam failure.     
Proposal 2: The reporting periodicity for Tx beam id and beam pair RSRP can be different, where a longer periodicity can be used to report the RSRP.
3 Conclusions

The proposal are as follows:
Proposal 1: Alt 2 based beam reporting principle is slight preferred in terms of scheduling flexibility, latency, and the capability against beam failure.     
Proposal 2: The reporting periodicity for Tx beam id and beam pair RSRP can be different, where a longer periodicity can be used to report the RSRP.
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