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1.	Introduction
In last RAN4 meetings initial access beam correspondence testing issues were extensively discussed and a draft LS [1] to RAN5 was postponed. Further discussion on testing issues are expected in this meeting.
In this contribution we further discuss the testing issues and propose to target concluding this work item without relying on RAN5 feedback.
2. 	Discussion
Power tolerance discussion is undergoing in core requirement sub-topic. In last meeting there was proposal to ask for RAN5 on its feasibility. Note that ‘tolerance’ in RAN4 specifications are core requirements which is different from test tolerance in RAN5. So it is not necessary to ask RAN5 for this issue.
Observation 1:	it is not necessary to ask RAN5 for feedback on power tolerance measurement as power tolerance is core requirement which is different from test tolerance
Timeline is also critical. Next RAN5 meeting is this November when it is also the final WG meeting for this work item. It is not practical to rely on RAN5’s feedback to conclude this WI. In our view we should decouple testability and core requirements as much as possible. So we propose to focus on core requirement in Q4 within RAN4 to conclude this WI without dependence on RAN5 feedback.
Proposal 1:	focus on core requirement in Q4 within RAN4 to conclude this WI without dependence on RAN5 feedback.
Coordination with RAN5 may be beneficial, if an LS is sent to RAN5, RAN4 agreement and RAN4 common observed issues can be shared and invite RAN5 to further investigate. But for issues which could block WI conclusion, we should not rely on RAN5 feedback, but should be struggled to conclude in RAN4. For example, for UE beamlock test function (UBF) in initial access, RAN4 has confirmed its necessity and RAN5 has positive feedback previously, RAN4 should capture the usage of beamlock function in RAN4 specification following the same practice of UBF for PUSCH MOP requirements. What RAN5 needs to do is to design the details of the new UE beam lock test function in initial access.
Observation 2:	if an LS is sent to RAN5, RAN4 agreement and RAN4 common observed issues can be shared and invite RAN5 to further investigate, but questions RAN4 waiting for feedback to conclude WI should be avoided.
Proposal 2:	RAN4 should capture the usage of beamlock function in RAN4 specification following the same practice of UBF for PUSCH MOP requirements.
For other testability issues, same principle should be followed as mentioned in observation 2.

3. 	Conclusion
Observation 1:	it is not necessary to ask RAN5 for feedback on power tolerance measurement as power tolerance is core requirement which is different from test tolerance
Proposal 1:	focus on core requirement in Q4 within RAN4 to conclude this WI without dependence on RAN5 feedback.
Observation 2:	if an LS is sent to RAN5, RAN4 agreement and RAN4 common observed issues can be shared and invite RAN5 to further investigate, but questions RAN4 waiting for feedback to conclude WI should be avoided.
Proposal 2:	RAN4 should capture the usage of beamlock function in RAN4 specification following the same practice of UBF for PUSCH MOP requirements.
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