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Introduction
There were extensive discussions for FR2 HST during the past RAN4 meetings and a WF on RRM requirements for NR FR2 HST was approved [1] in RAN4#100-e meeting. 
In this contribution, we provide our consideration of several open issues and give our proposals.
Discussion
· Number of RX beams 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK5][bookmark: OLE_LINK6]In RAN4#100-e meeting, it is agreed in [1] as below:
	GtW agreements:
1. RX beam number for RRM requirements definition
0. Define two set of requirements for Scenario A and Scenario B in terms of number of RX beams per UE
0. Scenario A: [2] RX beams for all scenarios
0. Scenario B: [6] RX beams for all scenarios
0. FFS on feasibility and methods to differentiate scenarios from UE perspective
0. FFS if different UE capabilities shall be used for Scenario A and B support
0. Note: if there is insignificant difference between Scenario A and B requirements, then further discussion on unified requirements can take place
Way forward:
Discuss the FFS issues from GTW agreement and the possibility to unify the requirements further.



In previous meetings, companies discussed a lot for number of RX beams. In last meeting, the initial consensus has been reached by using 2 and 6 beams for Scenario A and Scenario B. The RRM requirements can be specified as two series for Scenario A and Scenario B. If so, better power consumption performance can be reached from UE perspective. But for the network deployment, the Dmin can be different which may be caused by geography for different zone along the track. It’s better for CPE to support both scenarios. No need to define separate UE capability for Scenario A and Scenario B.
Proposal 1: Define two series RRM requirements for differentiate scenarios for better power consumption performance from UE perspective based on different RX beam numbers in different scenarios. No need to define different UE capabilities for Scenario A and Scenario B.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Conclusion
In this contribution, we provide the further consideration of several open issues for number of RX beams and present our proposals as below:
Proposal 1: Define two series RRM requirements for differentiate scenarios for better power consumption performance from UE perspective based on different RX beam numbers in different scenarios. No need to define different UE capabilities for Scenario A and Scenario B.
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