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Introduction
At its latest meeting in April, RAN4 approved a WF on UE RF requirements for STxMP to capture the agreements, and to summarize the discussion status. Based on the WF, companies need to have further discussions on how to specify the configured output power for STxMP, corresponding UE RF requirements, and how to resolve the raised issues to support STxMP in Rel-18. The WF is captured below for reference.
	<Way forward>
-	It is useful to establish a common view of the UE hardware architectures for STxMP discussion
-	Detailed UE architecture assumption can be further discussed at the later stage when RAN4 discusses STxMP requirements with clearer work scope
<Way forward>
-	Relaxation factor can be added based on the study outcome of the configured power and requirements for STxMP
-	RAN4 will further study how to improve the proposed per-TCI state configured power as proposed in RAN4#107, and if necessary while considering the following issues. Other solutions are not precluded
	>	Whether/how to improve the per panel configured power to make it clearer for the two-panel transmission
	>	Solution to differentiate the per-beam power for different TCI-state
-	It is expected that RAN4 waits for RAN1 updates regarding per-TCI power control before confirming the concept of the configured power for STxMP
<Way forward>: Per-UE related
-	Max EIRP and Max TRP should be based on the legacy requirements
-	Clarification of EIRP for STxMP can be discussed if it is necessary to consider the sum of the EIRP of all respective beams in a certain direction based on the contribution to the next meeting
<Way forward>: Per-panel related
-	RAN4 focuses on the new configured power for STxMP power control while considering the relevant requirements, e.g., Min peak EIRP (PPowerclass) and MPR (MPRf,c,k), and its testability issues raised in RAN4#106bis-e
	>	Legacy requirements can be starting point
	>	Further discussions are required for how to address the testability issue, e.g., relaxation factor and TE enhancements
-	In addition to the requirement needed for the output power configuration, other requirements, e.g., spherical coverage and beam correspondence, can be discussed when the requirements of peak EIRP and MPR per panel are clear enough in RAN4
<Way forward>: MPE considerations
-	RAN4 needs further study of the MPE scenario for the CPE/FWA/vehicle/industrial devices (if applicable) with its use case of STxMP 



Topic #1: STxMP
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2307054
	InterDigital
	Observation 1: RAN4 agreed to not use the panel notion in the RF requirements definition. Per TCI definition of the Maximum Configured Power is important for pathloss reference determination used in the power allocation equations from TS38.213.

Observation 2: For overlapping beams case, the STxMP related MPR needs to be derived differently because the mDCI case may lead to UL grants that have different RB allocations (overlapping or non-overlapping) and different MCSs.

Observation 3: The MPR per beam (legacy MPR) is valid and its TCI relation is important under STxMP scenario. 

Observation 4: For overlapping beams, the legacy MPRk per TCIk state for a Beamk and the MPRp per TCIp state for a Beamp can be used to derive the generic STxMP MPRg applicable to each beam, as a function of the two individual beams based MPRs:

MPRg = f(MPRk, MPRp)

Observation 5: When the beams are not overlapping, MPRk for TCIk state for a Beamk and MPRp for TCIp state for a Beamk are valid and can be applied individually while the TRPmax is the per UE limit to comply with.

Observation 6: For overlapping beams and when RB allocations RBk and RBp are overlapping or partially overlapping the following rule may be used:

MPRg = max {MPRk (RBk  RBp),  MPRp (RBk  RBp)} + ΔMPRg , where ΔMPRg = 3dB

where  is the union symbol used to define the total RB allocations for STxMP.

Observation 7: When the STxMP UL transmissions are executed over 2 different panels (different PAs) while the beams are overlapping, but the RB allocation don’t overlap, the MPRp and MPRk per beam can be maintained and the EIRP directional limit must be respected and the TRP max limit requirement stands.

Observation 8: Signaling the MPR derivation rules change for STxMP mDCI case for a combination of TCI states is required for gNB(s) scheduler(s) operation.

Observation 9: Signaling the MPR rules change status for STxMP mDCI case when the combination of serving(active) UL TCI states changes is required for gNB(s) scheduling(s) and testing purposes.

Observation 10: The agreed list of power classes excludes the handheld device (PC3). Current PHR P-MPR per beam reporting cover the possible impact for Rel-18.


Proposal 1: RAN4 to confirm the definition of the Maximum Configured Power per TCI.

Proposal 2: For overlapping beams and overlapping RB allocations, consider the following generic STxMP MPR derivation rules:
MPRg = max {MPRk (RBk  RBp),  MPRp (RBk  RBp)} + ΔMPRg ,  where ΔMPR,g = 3dB
where
  is the union symbol used to define the total RB allocations for STxMP;
MPRg is applicable for each beam.

Proposal 3: Send an LS to RAN2 and inform about the MPR rules derivation status for active TCI combination signaling in the PHR for STxMP capable UEs. A draft LS is presented in the Annex of this document.

Proposal 4: For the MPR and A-MPR related STxMP rules when RB allocations are overlapping, add explanatory text in the Maximum Configured Power for STxMP case. 

Proposal 5: We propose the following text for the Pcmax definition changes that are specific to STxMP capability: 
(See Annex)

	R4-2307344
	Apple
	Proposal 1: For STxMP UE architecture, the ability to steer two UL beams independently is a minimum requirement. Other than that, it should be left to UE implementation.
Proposal 2: FFS the impact of STxMP UE architecture on MPR/A-MPR requirement derivation.
Proposal 3: Relaxation factor in the per-TCI state configured power formulation is needed to account for RF impairments or design constraints.
Proposal 4: FFS if the two panels should have the same min. peak EIRP.
Proposal 5: It is proposed to conclude the discussion on min. peak EIRP before discussing solutions to address the testability issue.

	R4-2308026
	Samsung
	Observation 1:	RAN4 will wait for RAN1 updates before confirming the concept of the configured power for STxMP.
Observation 2:	The number of configured power should be considered in addition to the carrier f and serving cell c, considering the frequently activated/de-activated TCI state for the two-panel transmission.
Proposal 1:	RAN4 should discuss the configured power for STxMP to make it clearer by taking into account the association between the panel and TRP, which is ongoing in RAN1 discussion.
Observation 3:	RAN1 agreed to introduce a UE reporting scheme based on Rel-17 group-based beam L1-RSRP reporting for the STxMP.
Observation 4:	Per -panel configured output power for STxMP can be defined by the reported beam group, i.e., a pair of CRIs or SSBRIs for the STxMP-based transmission, which can limit the number of ‘k’ to the number of TRPs where UE can transmit simultaneously given that each TRP is associated by a set of TCI states as defined in RAN1.
Observation 5:	RAN1 considers TRP specific power control based on the group-based beam reporting for STxMP. 
Observation 6:	Per TCI pool PCMAXf,c,p enables the TRP specific UL power configuration, and UE to set up two PCMAXf,c,p clearly for two TRPs for STxMP.
Observation 7:	RAN4 needs to define the TRP specific PCMAXf,c,p and its RF requirements. Other details such as the association between TRP specific PCMAX and the TCI state, or transmission condition should be defined in RAN1.
Proposal 2:	TRP specific UL power configuration should be the baseline for per-panel UE RF requirement per-panel PCMAX 
Observation 8:	It is observed that the impact of EIRP sum of all respective beams in a certain direction might not have a big impact on the per-UE requirement related discussion.
Observation 9:	The least issue is observed on the per-UE based requirement for STxMP.
Observation 10:	As long as the per-panel requirement requires to differentiate the UL power of the two beams, its testability should be discussed along with the per-panel related requirement.
Observation 11:	There are three candidate approaches that RAN4 needs to take as a way to move forward based on the previous study and discussions.
Proposal 3:	RAN4 to focus on defining the per-panel PCMAX with legacy requirements in Rel-18 (A1)
Proposal 4:	As an alternative, RAN4 can strive for both per-panel PCMAX and the necessary requirements for the time being, and get back to other approaches depending on the discussion progress.

	R4-2308243
	vivo
	Observation 1: Pcmax is suitable for physical layer specification as a “configured power” and as a bridge to RF specification.
Proposal 1: Introduce per-beam/per-TCI state concept for configured UE maximum output power Pcmax. E.g. PCMAX,f,c,k.
Observation 2: The total measured EIRP is needed and corresponding to regulatory requirements.
Proposal 2: Clarify the total EIRP for STxMP for maximum output power requirements.
Observation 3: There is no regulatory need for per-TCI state/per-beam measured peak EIRP as long as total EIRP is ensured for STxMP, and the actual need for measured per-TCI State/Per-beam peak EIRP is not clear.
Observation 4: There are many feasibility/complexity issues in per-TCI State/Per-beam measured EIRP Pumax verification.  E.g. Differentiating overlapping beams require demodulation of DMRS and may not be consistent with current TE implementation, and the considerable number of TCI-states may also bring complexity.
Proposal 3: Do not introduce per-beam/per-TCI state measured peak EIRP Pumax concept and/or verification.
Proposal 4: One text proposal for 38.101-2 is provided: 
(See Annex)

	R4-2308347
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	1. UE antenna architectures may have both overlapping and non-overlapping spherical coverages of the antenna panels.
With the assumption that the transmitted signals to each TRP are uncorrelated, then the combined EIRP in a given direction can be considered to be the sum of the EIRP of each transmitted signal in the same direction. 

When distributing the maximum TRP across multiple panels, the reduction in power per panel will result in a reduced peak EIRP per panel if the antenna gain is unchanged. 

If a UE does not exceed the maximum EIRP when transmitting at maximum power on a single panel, then the maximum EIRP will also not be exceeded when splitting the power across multiple panels unless the antenna gain per panel is increased.
1. The UE RF requirements for STxMP operation shall be specified such that the combined peak EIRP of a UE is not violating the maximum EIRP regulatory limits.
RAN4 to investigate how potential P-MPR shall be divided across panels and if dynamic update of the ratio is needed.
Discuss if P-MPR due to MPE is relevant for the considered use cases (Power class 3 devices/handheld are not in scope).

	R4-2308948
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Observation 1: RAN1 agreed on using different SRS resource set to distinguish “two panels” for STxMP operation for both single-DCI and multi-DCI.
Observation 2: When considering the candidate solution “per-TCI state” for STxMP operation, the maximum number of configurable TCI state is 128 and it is unclear which two will be specially configured for the UL transmission, while the number of “panel” is limited as two according to the WID. 
Observation 3: Since STxMP operation requires the UL transmission on more than one beam, whether existing MPR and A-MPR requirements can still be applied may need further consideration. 
Proposal 1: RAN4 considers to use “per SRS resource set” as the solution to implement “per-panel” configured transmitted power for STxMP operation.
· The total number of SRS resource set is two. 
Proposal 2: Regarding potential MPE issue for STxMP operation, target scenario should be clarified before having discussion on whether current specification is sufficient for solving the issue or not.

	R4-2309280
	Qualcomm
	Observation 1: Each active PA is dedicated to one TCI state or another, no PA will be required to concurrently amplify UL signals belonging to different TCI states. 
Observation 2: For waveforms that are transmit signal quality limited, MPR must be TCI-state specific for mDCI STxMP and must be equal (or greater) than the single CC MPR.
Observation 3: For waveforms that are emissions limited in single CC operation, STxMP operation would not create more emissions compared to single CC operation because STxMP shares the upper TRP limit with single CC operation (TRPmax of UE power class).
Observation 4: The per TCI-state MPR ‘MPRf,c,k’ formulated as MAX(MPRsingleCC, 3 dB) would allow the UE to comply with emissions as well as transmit signal quality requirements for STxMP while keeping per UE regulation compliant. A similar formulation is applicable to A-MPR.
Proposal 1: Define per TCI-state MPR ‘MPRf,c,k’ as MAX(MPRsingleCC, 3 dB). A-MPR to be treated similarly.
Proposal 2: RAN4 confirms that the per-TCI state configured power below will be pursued as a baseline for a future UE RF requirement set for STxMP. 
(See Annex)
Observation 5: Additional signaling like ‘power sharing’ represents optimization and is not central to the basic concept of per-TCI state transmitted power configurations.

	R4-2309699
	Ericsson
	Proposal 1: To have the smallest possible impact on the power control equations defined in RAN1, it is important that a plane of reference for a ‘Per-TCI state’ configured maximum output power is the same as the plane of reference of anything which is measured in the DL for each TCI state.
Proposal 2: The ∆TSTxMP requires further study. If such factor is introduced, it may be important that its value is conditional to the actual scenario of beam overlapping between the two panels. 
· For example, if there is no overlapping between the beams, ∆TSTxMP should be equal to 0dB. Otherwise, a single value could be specified which would represent the maximum allowed relaxation where it would be up to the UE to apply a relaxation in the range [0dB, ∆TSTxMP] depending on the amount of overlapping.



Open issues summary
Sub-topic 1-1: Configured transmitted power for STxMP
Sub-topic description: In this meeting, RAN4 has received new proposals on how to define the per-panel configured transmitted power for STxMP in addition to the one per TCI state that RAN4 has discussed. It would be good if RAN4 can make a consensus or narrow down options on the concept for per-panel UL power configuration in this meeting. There is also a new proposal to make different changes between Pcmax and Pumax. 
Open issues and candidate options before meeting:
Issue 1-1: How to define the concept of per-panel Pcmax?
· Proposals
· Option 1: Confirm per TCI state 
· Option 2: Per-TRP based on RAN1 agreement (per TCI pool)
· Option 3: Per-panel based on RAN1 agreement (per SRS resource set)
· Option 4: Others
· Recommended WF
· TBA (Try to make a consensus or narrow down options)

Issue 1-2: Whether to change the inequation for per-panel Pumax?
· Proposals
· Option 1: Yes
· Option 2: No 
· Option 3: Others
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Issue 1-3: Text proposals to configured transmitted power for STxMP (See Annex below for further detail)
· Proposals
· Option 1: Per TCI state 
· Option 2: Per TCI state adding explanatory text on MPR rule to the section 
· Option 3: Per TCI state only for Pcmax, no change for Pumax inequation 
· Option 4: Per TCI pool 
· Option 5: Others
· Recommended WF
· Decision can be postponed pending further agreements
· On the other hand, companies can provide comments on each text proposal

Issue 1-4: Necessity of relaxation factor in the inequation
· Proposals
· Option 1: Yes, to account for RF impairments or design constraints 
· Option 2: Yes, conditional to the actual scenario of beam overlapping between the two panels 
· Option 3: Yes, to accommodate different implementations for emission mask compliance. 
· Option 4: No, if two panels should have the same min. peak EIRP 
· Option 5: Others
· Recommended WF
· Decision can be postponed until there is a known need to specify a full suite of requirements as captured in the last WF
· Companies also can provide comments on each option which is independent of the other

Issue 1-5: A plane of reference for a ‘Per-TCI state’ configured maximum output power is the same as the plane of reference of anything which is measured in the DL for each TCI state.
· Proposals
· Option 1: Agreeable
· Option 2: Others
· Recommended WF
· TBA (not sure if it’s necessary to capture as an agreement)

Sub-topic 1-2: Per-panel MPR/A-MPR
Sub-topic description: In the last meeting, there was a discussion on how to define/apply MPR/A-MPR to each Pumax. Submitted two contributions provide new rules of the MPR/A-MPR calculation for STxMP. 
Open issues and candidate options before meeting:
Issue 2-1: Per-panel MPR/A-MPR definition for non-overlapping case 
· Proposals
· Option 1: Reuse legacy MPR per beam with ΔSTxMP for compliance
· Option 2: MPRf,c,k = MAX(MPRsingleCC, 3 dB)
· Option 2: Others
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Issue 2-2: Per-panel MPR/A-MPR definition for overlapping beams and RBs case 
· Proposals
· Option 1: MPRg = max {MPRk (RBk  RBp),  MPRp (RBk  RBp)} + ΔMPRg ,  where ΔMPR,g = 3dB
· Option 2: Others
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Issue 2-3: Whether to introduce new signalling on MPR and TCI states changes for gNB?
· Proposals
· Option 1: Yes, and send LS to RAN2 
· Option 2: No
· Option 3: Others
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Sub-topic 1-3: Other UE RF requirements
Sub-topic description: This Sub-topic is for UE RF discussions for STxMP other than per-panel configured transmitted power and MPR/A-MPR. Companies are encouraged to provide views on each issue as much as possible to help make the progress.
Open issues and candidate options before meeting:
Issue 3-1: UE architectures for STxMP
· Proposals
· Option 1: For STxMP UE architecture, the ability to steer two UL beams independently is a minimum requirement. Other than that, it should be left to UE implementation
· Option 2: FFS the impact of STxMP UE architecture on MPR/A-MPR requirement derivation
· Option 3: Others
· Recommended WF
· TBA (each option is independent of the other)
· Option 2 was captured in the last WF 

Issue 3-2: Testability issue handling (differentiating two overlapped beams)
· Proposals
· Option 1: By not specifying per-panel Pumax 
· Option 2: Depend on how to define peak EIRP for STxMP 
· Option 3: Should precede peak EIRP discussion to make them meaningful 
· Option 4: Others
· Recommended WF
· TBA (Option 1 is also handled in Sub-topic 1-1)

Issue 3-3: Total measured EIRP
· Proposals
· Option 1: Clarify the total EIRP for STxMP into the section for maximum output power in 38.101-2 “For STxMP, the EIRP defined in the following clauses refer to total EIRP which is the aggregated EIRP of all beams in one direction.” (See R4-2308243)
· Option 2: Combined peak EIRP of a UE should not violate the max EIRP regulatory limits 
· Option 3: Others
· Recommended WF
· TBA (each option is independent of the other)

Issue 3-4: Per-panel peak EIRP
· Proposals
· Option 1: Independent peak EIRP between two panels
· Option 2: Share the same peak EIRP for both panels
· Option 3: Others
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Issue 3-5: MPE handling
· Proposals
· Option 1: RAN4 to investigate how potential P-MPR shall be divided across panels and if a dynamic update of the ratio is needed
· Option 2: Discuss if P-MPR due to MPE is relevant for the considered power classes 
· Option 3: Target scenario should be clarified before having discussion on whether current specification is sufficient for solving the issue or not
· Recommended WF
· TBA (each option is independent of the other)

Sub-topic 1-4: A way to move forward
Sub-topic description: It would be important to define the scope for this WI in RAN4 because all the issues are closely correlated. This Sub-topic is to make a guidance for remaining meetings.
Open issues and candidate options before meeting:
Issue 4-1: Possible approaches to move forward for remaining meetings
· Proposals
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Option 1: Focus on defining the per-panel PCMAX with legacy requirements while assuming some constraints, e.g., no overlap between the beams in this release
· Option 2: Strive for both per-panel PCMAX and the necessary requirements while resolving the testability issue together
· Option 3: Focus only on the per-UE based requirement for STxMP in this release by reusing the legacy PCMAX and requirements as much as possible
· Option 4: Others (can be mixed)
· Recommended WF
· TBA


Annex (Proposed TP to configured transmitted power for STxMP)
R4-2309280 (Qualcomm)
	6.2x.4	Configured transmitted power for [STxMP]
The UE can configure its maximum output power for each UL TCI-state indicated for [STxMP]. The configured UE maximum output power PCMAX,f,c,k for TCI state k of carrier f of aand serving cell c defined as that available to the reference point of a given transmitter branch that corresponds to the reference point of the higher-layer filtered RSRP measurement for TCI state k as specified in TS 38.215 [11].
The configured UE maximum output power PCMAX,f,c,k for carrier f of a serving cell c shall be set such that the corresponding measured peak EIRP PUMAX,f,c,k for each of the active TCI states k indicated for [STxMP] is within the following bounds
PPowerclass + PIBE – MAX(MAX(MPRf,c,k, A- MPRf,c,k) + ΔMBP,n, P-MPRf,c,k) – MAX{T(MAX(MPRf,c,k, A- MPRf,c,k)), T(P-MPRf,c,k)} -[∆TSTxMP] ≤ PUMAX,f,c,k ≤ EIRPmax
and where the corresponding measured peak EIRP for carrier f of a serving cell c, over all active TCI states indicated for [STxMP], PUMAX,f,c satisfies
PUMAX,f,c ≤ EIRPmax
while the corresponding measured total radiated power PTMAX,f,c is bounded by
PTMAX,f,c ≤ TRPmax
[where ∆TSTxMP is a relaxation specific to STxMP operation]


R4-2307054 (InterDigital)
	[bookmark: _Toc124296411][bookmark: _Toc124295941][bookmark: _Toc123086617][bookmark: _Toc115257298][bookmark: _Toc114537030][bookmark: _Toc106577279][bookmark: _Toc99733385][bookmark: _Toc98864136][bookmark: _Toc90591109][bookmark: _Toc83129576][bookmark: _Toc76510422][bookmark: _Toc75273522][bookmark: _Toc67925884][bookmark: _Toc61119834][bookmark: _Toc61119452][bookmark: _Toc53173457][bookmark: _Toc53173088][bookmark: _Toc52197365][bookmark: _Toc52196385][bookmark: _Toc45889730][bookmark: _Toc37324207][bookmark: _Toc37322801][bookmark: _Toc37253944][bookmark: _Toc36469535][bookmark: _Toc36456437][bookmark: _Toc29805228][bookmark: _Toc21340781]6.2D.4.1	Configured transmitted power for STxMP
The UE can configure its maximum output power for each UL TCI state. The configured UE maximum output power PCMAX,f,c,k for TCI state k of carrier f of aand serving cell c is defined as that available to the reference point of a given transmitter branch that corresponds to the reference point of the higher-layer filtered RSRP measurement as specified in TS 38.215 [11].
The configured UE maximum output power PCMAX,f,c,k for carrier f of a serving cell c shall be set such that the corresponding measured peak EIRP PUMAX,f,c,k for each active TCI,k state indicated for STxMP is within the following bounds
[bookmark: _Hlk36570999]PPowerclass + PIBE – MAX(MAX(MPRf,c,k, A- MPRf,c,k,) + ΔMBP,n, P-MPRf,c,k) – MAX{T(MAX(MPRf,c,k, A- MPRf,c,k,)), T(P-MPRf,c,k)} - ∆TSTxMP  ≤ PUMAX,f,c,k ≤ EIRPmax
where the corresponding measured peak EIRP for carrier f of a serving cell c, over all active TCI states configured for [STxMP], PUMAX,f,c satisfies
PUMAX,f,c ≤ EIRPmax
∆TSTxMP is an additional implementation allowance for STxMP capable UEs.
When the UE signals STxMP MPR and A-MPR new rules for beam overlapping and the RB1 and RB2 allocations are overlapping or partially overlapping, the union of the RB1 and RB2 allocations indicated by the mDCI UL grants corresponding to TCI states k and p respectively are considered for the MPRf,c,k and A- MPRf,c,k derivation as follows
MPRf,c,k = max {MPR,k (RB,1 U RB,2),  MPR,p (RB,1 U RB,2)} + 3dB ,
A-MPRf,c,k = max {A-MPR,k (RB,1 U RB,2),  A-MPR,p (RB,1 U RB,2)} + 3dB
while tThe corresponding measured total radiated power PTMAX,f,c is always bounded by
PTMAX,f,c ≤ TRPmax



R4-2308243 (vivo)
	6.2X.4	Configured transmitted power for STxMP
The UE can configure its maximum output power for each UL beam corresponding to a TCI state k. The configured UE maximum output power PCMAX,f,c,k for TCI state k of carrier f of aand serving cell c is defined as that available to the reference point of a given transmitter branch that corresponds to the reference point of the higher-layer filtered RSRP measurement as specified in TS 38.215 [11].
The configured UE maximum output power PCMAX,f,c,k for carrier f of a serving cell c shall be set such that the corresponding measured peak total EIRP PUMAX,f,c for carrier f of a serving cell c over all active TCI states is within the following bounds, in which the measured peak total EIRP refers to the aggregated EIRP of all beams in peak direction
PPowerclass + PIBE – MAX(MAX(MPRf,c, A- MPRf,c,) + ΔMBP,n, P-MPRf,c) – MAX{T(MAX(MPRf,c, A- MPRf,c,)), T(P-MPRf,c)} ≤ PUMAX,f,c ≤ EIRPmax
while the corresponding measured total radiated power PTMAX,f,c for carrier f of a serving cell c over all active TCI states is bounded by
PTMAX,f,c ≤ TRPmax



R4-2308026 (Samsung)
	6.2x.4	Configured transmitted power for STxMP
The UE can configure its maximum output power. The configured UE maximum output power PCMAX,f,c,p for TCI pool p of carrier f of a serving cell c is defined as that available to the reference point of a given transmitter branch that corresponds to the reference point of the higher-layer filtered RSRP measurement as specified in TS 38.215 [11].
The configured UE maximum output power PCMAX,f,c,p for TCI pool p of carrier f of a serving cell c shall be set such that the corresponding measured peak EIRP PUMAX,f,c,p is within the following bounds
PPowerclass + PIBE – MAX(MAX(MPRf,c,p, A- MPRf,c,p,) + ΔMBP,n, P-MPRf,c,p) – MAX{T(MAX(MPRf,c,p, A- MPRf,c,p,)), T(P-MPRf,c,p)} ≤ PUMAX,f,c,p ≤ EIRPmax
Where the corresponding measured peak EIRP for carrier f of a serving cell c, over all indicated TCI pool configured for STxMP, PUMAX,f,c satisfies
PUMAX,f,c ≤ EIRPmax



