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Introduction
In RAN4 100e, WF R4-2115355 [1] is agreed. For other RRM impacts, the following are captured.
RRM requirements impact 
· No impact on RRM requirement for 
· Enhancements for PDCCH, PUCCH and PUSCH for multi-TRP
· CSI enhancement 
· No RRM requirement will be defined for 8 RX antenna ports
· Further study whether to define RRM requirements and RRM impacts for simultaneous reception of channel/RS with different QCL type D
· [bookmark: _Hlk85660642]RAN4 is supposed to conclude whether to define RRM requirements and RRM impacts for simultaneous reception of channel/RS with QCL type D in RAN4 #101-e
QCL definition 
· RAN4 will further study QCL definition update for PUCCH and PUSCH in applicability of requirements
Our view on these issues is provided.

Discussion on other RRM impacts of feMIMO WI
PDSCH/PDCCH DMRS using 2 TCI-states simultaneously has been agreed in RAN1. However, such simultaneous reception would need UE equipped with more than 1 active panels, which will also impact the RF requirements, e.g. spherical coverage. In our understanding, it would still be difficult for UE to support 2 active panels in the conformance requirements. Note that in R16 such feature was already supported, but no RRM requirements were specified. Therefore, since the situation has not changed, no requirements will be needed in R17.
Based on above discussion, we have the following proposals
Proposal 1  No RRM requirements and RRM impacts will be considered for simultaneous reception of channel/RS with QCL type D in R17.
Regarding the QCL train, in our understanding, the main difference between R15/16 TCI and R17 TCI is the unified TCI definition for both DL and UL. There is no significant impact to the QCL train. PUSCH and PUCCH are only UL transmission, and the term is normally ‘Tx spatial filter’, but not ‘QCL’. Any update to QCL definition would be firstly agreed in RAN1. Based on current RAN1 status, we see no need to further update QCL definition in the applicability of requirements.
Proposal 2  No need to further update QCL definition for PUCCH and PUSCH in applicability of requirements.
Another issue that being discussed in RAN1 is to specify advanced beam tracking/refinement. In recent RAN1 meetings, the following is agreed.
· Aim for at most one solution for Group 2 in Rel-17 to address issue 6
· Opt 2-A: Latency reduction for MAC CE based TCI state activation, or frequency/time/beam tracking
· Opt 2-B: Latency reduction for MAC CE based PL-RS activation
· Opt 2-C: One-shot timing update for TCI state update
· On Rel-17 enhancements to facilitate advanced beam refinement/tracking, in Rel-17, further focus study (including down-selection) and, if needed, specification effort on Opt 1-A as agreed in RAN1#105-e (UE -initiated beam selection/activation based on beam measurement and/or reporting, without beam indication or activation from NW)
These options are highly related to RAN4 requirements. RAN4 can further discuss these issues once there is RAN1 progress. 

Conclusion
Based on above analysis, we have following proposals.
Proposal 1  No RRM requirements and RRM impacts will be considered for simultaneous reception of channel/RS with QCL type D in R17.
Proposal 2  No need to further update QCL definition for PUCCH and PUSCH in applicability of requirements.
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