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1. Introduction
In the last meeting, a way forward on RRM for NR FR2 HST was approved in [1]: 
	· Autonomous timing adjust step Tq for FR2 in high-speed scenario is [4.5]Ts
· FFS possible solutions and RRM impacts of large propagation delay difference:
· Solution 1: One-time large TA adjustment
· Solution 2: NW-based pre-compensation of different propagation delays
· Solution 3(a): Only use bi-directional with Scheme-1, i.e., don’t use uni-directional; and
    don’t use bi-directional with Scheme-2/3.
· Solution 3(b): Bi-directional deployment with interruption allowed by following Scheme-2
 but no dedicated beam for coverage hole from neighboring RRH.  
· Solution 4: Uni-directional deployment with interruption allowed.
· Other solutions are not precluded
· FFS: Impact on SSB-based measurement accuracy (e.g., SS-RSRP)


After the discussion during 99 meeting, it is still suspended for the possible solutions and RRX impacts of large propagation delay difference. In this document, we provide our analysis focus on this issue. 
2. Discussion
For FR2 uni-directional scenario, with the movement of UE, the serving RRH would switch from RRH 1 to RRH 2. For the assumed separation distance Ds = 700m, the TA adjustment should be larger than 2us to cover the large propagation delay difference. The problem of the large propagation delay difference from two neighboring RRHs can impair the intra-cell measurement of non-serving beam measurement/report. To solve the problem of large propagation delay difference from two neighboring RRHs, five candidate solutions were discussed. 
For Solution 3(a), as shown in Figure 1 [2], using bi-directional scheme-1 can avoid neighboring RRHs propagation delay problem. However, it is still unclear how serious the large propagation delay difference from two neighboring RRHs impacts the system performance, and whether other solution can effectively alleviate the impairment. So for the extreme solution such as 3(a), we remain FFS.
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Figure 1 bi-directional scheme-1
Considering for 3(b), as shown in Figure 2 [2], similar as 3(a), 3(b) can also avoid neighboring RRHs propagation delay problem. But obviously this solution will lead to interruption at the coverage hole area. Therefore, we believe the evaluation is needed for 3(b) to determine whether its advantages outweigh the disadvantages.   
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Figure 2 bi-directional scheme-2
For Solution 1, which can not completely solve the issue of large propagation delay difference. Time difference between different beams from neighbor RRHs still exist.
For Solution 2, which is a feasible solution, and the network implementation can be totally transparent to CPE.
For Solution 4, this solution needs to allow interruption to accommodate UE autonomous timing adjustment and TCI state switching. The detailed interruption requirements should be further discussed considering the high speed at 350 km/h of CPE. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]Proposal 1: NW-based pre-compensation of different propagation delays, which can be transparent to CPE and more feasible than other solutions. 
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we have the following proposal for timing issue of FR2 HST:
Proposal 1: NW-based pre-compensation of different propagation delays, which can be transparent to CPE and more feasible than other solutions. 
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