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1	Introduction
During RAN#92e, a revised WID for Rel-17 feMIMO was agreed. [1]. The revised objective of the work item concerning enhancements to multi-beam operation reads:
1. Enhancement on multi-beam operation, mainly targeting FR2 while also applicable to FR1: 
a. Identify and specify features to facilitate more efficient (lower latency and overhead) DL/UL beam management for intra-cell and inter-cell scenarios to support higher UE speed and/or a larger number of configured TCI states:
i. Common beam for data and control transmission/reception for DL and UL, especially for intra-band CA
ii. Unified TCI framework for DL and UL beam indication
iii. Enhancement on signaling mechanisms for the above features to improve latency and efficiency with more usage of dynamic control signaling (as opposed to RRC)
iv. For inter-cell beam management, a UE can transmit to or receive from only a single cell (i.e. serving cell does not change when beam selection is done). This includes L1-only measurement/reporting (i.e. no L3 impact) and beam indication associated with cell(s) with any Physical Cell ID(s) 
1. The beam indication is based on Rel-17 unified TCI framework
2. The same beam measurement/reporting mechanism will be reused for inter-cell mTRP
3. This work shall only consider intra-DU and intra-frequency cases
b. Identify and specify features to facilitate UL beam selection for UEs equipped with multiple panels, considering UL coverage loss mitigation due to MPE, based on UL beam indication with the unified TCI framework for UL fast panel selection 

During RAN1#107-e, multiple multi-beam agreements were made. This contribution will provide further input to the agreements and related topics.
Input on RRC parameters is provided in [9].
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
2.1	Unified TCI framework
2.1.1	Configuration of common TCI state update
One of the key components in the Rel-17 TCI state framework is that it should be possible to update the TCI state of several CCs at the same time. This is related both MAC CE activation, and DCI indication: one MAC CE activates TCI states in multiple CCs, and one DCI indicates TCI states in multiple CCs. So far, RAN1 has not agreed exactly on how to do this.
There is corresponding functionality in Rel-16, where one MAC CE is used to activate TCI states in multiple CCs. This is accomplished using RRC-configured lists of CCs:
simultaneousTCI-UpdateList1-r16    SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..maxNrofServingCellsTCI-r16)) OF ServCellIndex        
simultaneousTCI-UpdateList2-r16    SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..maxNrofServingCellsTCI-r16)) OF ServCellIndex        

A similar procedure could be used for the Rel-17 TCI states: the MAC CE activation and DCI indication is performed for all the CCs in these lists. One option could even be to reuse the exact same lists. However, these Rel-16 lists are configured per cell group, and it may be so that the UE only supports the Rel-17 for one band, and the cell group may contain CCs from different bands. In this case, the NW would have to configure the Rel-15/16 TCI framework for some CCs, and the Rel-17 TCI framework for some CCs in the same cell group. Therefore, we propose to define new CC lists:
[bookmark: _Toc95748524]Define two new CC lists to handle common TCI state update for the Rel-17 TCI state framework.
As in Rel-16, a MAC CE activation targeting one CC in the list will be applied for all the CCs in the corresponding list. In addition, a DCI indication of one of the activated MAC CE states will be applied to all CCs in the corresponding list. The list is applied both DL/joint and UL TCI states.
Due to the potential interaction between the Rel-16 and Rel-17 CC lists, one CC can only be in either the Rel-16 lists, or the Rel-17 lists:
[bookmark: _Toc95748525]One CC can be in either the Rel-16 CC list(s) or the Rel-17 CC list(s). This restriction is captured in 38.331.
The above restriction should be captured in 38.331.
2.1.2	Simultaneous configuration of Rel-17 TCI and spatial relation info 
In RAN1#107-e, the following working assumption was made: 
Working Assumption
The UE is not expected to be configured with Rel-15/Rel-16 TCI/SpatialRelationInfo if the UE is configured with Rel-17 TCI in any CC in a band
The CC list for Rel-16 multi-CC beam indication should not contain any CC configured with Rel-17 TCI

We propose to confirm the working assumption, with the exception of spatial relations for positioning:
[bookmark: _Toc95748526]The UE is not expected to be configured with Rel-15/Rel-16 TCI/SpatialRelationInfo/PUCCH-SpatialRelationInfo (except spatialRelationInfoPos) if the UE is configured with Rel-17 TCI in any CC in a band
2.1.3	TCI state activation for SRS resources not sharing the indicated TCI
In RAN1#107-e, the following agreement was reached: 
Agreement
On Rel-17 unified TCI framework, any SRS resource or resource set that is a valid target signal of a Rel-15/16 spatial relation based on the Rel-15/16 spatial relation rules (on source-target relations) can be configured as a target signal of a Rel-17 UL or, if applicable, joint TCI (hence the Rel-17 UL or, if applicable, joint TCI state pool).
· This feature does not require a new type of source RS on top of the ones supported for UL TCI and joint DL /UL TCI  
· Note: This doesn’t preclude the content of pending proposal 1.E (on CSI -RS for CSI as QCL Type-A/D source RS) to be agreed in the future
· Note: This does not imply that DL and UL TCI state pools are separate or shared for separate DL /UL TCI (this issue is up to RAN2)
· Note: A Rel-17 UE is not required to support both this feature and optional Rel-16 features of SRS spatial relation info within a same band

In contrast to the DL RSs, there is no agreement how an SRS resource is configured with a Rel-17 UL, or joint TCI state. This issue was discussed during RAN1#107-e, and the general understanding was that Rel-15/16 mechanisms should be used. However, due to unclarities related to power control, no agreement was reached.
Power control parameters, including the pathloss RS, for SRS can be associated with the Rel-17 TCI state. This is the desired behaviour for SRS for codebook- and non-codebook-based transmission, as well as for SRS for antenna switching. However, in some cases it is preferable that all SRS resources in the same SRS resource set are transmitted using the same power. To achieve this, the UE cannot use different PC parameters for different SRS resources if different TCI states are activated for the SRS resources – another configuration mechanism must be used. It is also not possible to configure the same PC parameters (including pathloss RS) for SRS in different TCI states, since this would make the normal mode of operation impossible:
[bookmark: _Toc95748520]Associating the same pathloss RS in multiple TCI states would make the normal mode of operation impossible.
The use case for configuring a Rel-17 TCI state using Rel-15/16 mechanisms is somewhat unclear. For usage codebook, non-codebook or antenna switching, it is reasonable that the SRS transmission follows the indicated TCI. For usage beam management (SRS beam sweeping), it would seem reasonable not to configure any TCI state at all: instead, the selection of Tx beam would be up to the UE. However, for completeness, it may be appropriate to aim for a similar level of functionality as in Rel-15/16. To achieve this, we have the following two proposals 
[bookmark: _Toc95748527]For any SRS resource set that does not share the same indicated Rel-17 TCI state(s) as dynamic-grant/configured-grant based PUSCH and all of dedicated PUCCH resources, but can be configured as a target signal of a Rel-17 TCI state, Rel-17 mechanism(s) which reuse mechanisms similar to the Rel-15/16 spatial relation info update signaling/configuration design(s) are used to update/configure such SRS(s) with Rel-17 TCI state.
This would mean that Rel-17 TCI states can be RRC-configured in an SRS resource. In addition, there will be a need to define MAC CEs to update the spatial relation of a semi-persistent SRS.
To handle the power control parameters, we propose
[bookmark: _Toc95748528]The power control parameters of an SRS resource in an SRS resource set that does not share the same indicated Rel-17 TCI state(s) as dynamic-grant/configured-grant based PUSCH and all of dedicated PUCCH resources are provided using the Rel-15/16 power control parameters in the SRS resource set. 
If it is not possible to agree on mechanisms to explicitly provide UL TCI states to SRS resource that do not share the indicated TCI, it would be acceptable to let all SRS resources share the indicated TCI.
2.1.4	TCI state activation for PDCCHs not sharing the indicated TCI
In RAN#107-e, the following agreement was made:
Agreement
For Rel-17 unified TCI framework, on applying the indicated Rel-17 TCI state to PDCCH reception and the respective PDSCH reception:
· For discussion purposes, define as follows:
· ‘CORESET A’: A CORESET other than CORESET#0 associated with only UE-dedicated reception on PDCCH in a CC, comprising CORESETs in association with: 
· [USS and/or CSS Type 3]
· ‘CORESET B’:  A CORESET other than CORESET#0 associated with only non-UE-dedicated reception on PDCCH in a CC, comprising CORESETs in association with:
· [CSS or CSS other than Type 3]
· ‘CORESET C’: A CORESET other than CORESET#0 associated with both UE-dedicated and non-UE-dedicated reception on PDCCH in a CC
· CORESET#0
· For Rel-17 TCI state indication, support per CORESET determination as follows:
· For any PDCCH reception on a ‘CORESET A’ and the respective PDSCH reception, UE always applies the indicated Rel-17 TCI state.
· For any PDCCH reception on a ‘CORESET B’ and the respective PDSCH reception, whether or not UE to apply the indicated Rel-17 TCI state associated with the serving cell is determined per CORESET by RRC
· FFS: For intra-cell BM, whether CORESET C is supported or not 
· If CORESET C is supported, the TCI state of CORESET C
· FFS: For inter-cell BM, whether CORESET C is supported or not 
· If CORESET C is supported, the TCI state of CORESET C
· FFS: The TCI state of CORESET 0

In this agreement, CORESET A, B and C were introduced for discussion purposes. The motivation for using CORESETs is that the TCI states are associated with CORESETs in Rel-15. Each search space configuration includes a CORESET Id, and one CORESET Id can (and must be) reused across multiple search spaces. We note that there are questions (on the existence of CORESET ‘C’) related to this fundamental configuration property in the above agreement, and it seems it is necessary to observe:
[bookmark: _Toc95748521]CORESET ‘C’ exists.
The only reasonable interpretation of the above agreement is to discuss on how QCL assumptions would be provided for PDCCH receptions where the indicated TCI state would not be applied.
For the Rel-17 framework, it has been agreed from the very beginning that the indicated TCI state would apply to all ‘UE-dedicated receptions’. Although this is not clearly defined, the common understanding seems to be that receptions in USS (and possibly Type3 CSS) constitute UE-dedicated receptions. The logical consequence would be that receptions in USS (and possibly Type3 CSS) always use the indicated TCI state, whereas receptions in CSS could potentially use other Rel-17 TCI states. RAN2 has made the initial interpretation that the above agreement means that there would be an RRC parameter defined per CORESET, which is also captured in the running CR [7], using the RRC parameter followUnifiedTCIstate-r17. However, RAN2 is also questioning if this is the intended behaviour in the LS [8]. As there is no correlation between ‘UE-dedicated reception’ and CORESET, it is fair to say that this is not in line with the original RAN1 intentions. It may even be argued that the RAN1 agreements are contradictory.
In our understanding, the only way to configure the PDCCH receptions according to if it is ‘UE-dedicated’ or not, is to configure this property on a search space level:
[bookmark: _Toc95748529]Move the RRC parameter followUnifiedTCIstate-r17 to the search space level.
If RAN1 insists on keeping followUnifiedTCIstate-r17 in the CORESET configuration, we will face the situation that the UE may under some circumstances ignore the configured value, since one CORESET can be associated both with USS and CSS. Allowing the UE to ignore RRC-configured parameters is risky, but functional in principle. The whole point with unified TCI is let many signals follow the same beam, so if it is impossible to move the followUnifiedTCIstate-r17 to the search space configuration, our preference is to divert from the indicated TCI state as little as possible. Formulating this in the specification will be complicated.
The agreement above excludes CORESET#0. In Rel-15, the TCI state configuration for CORESET#0 is somewhat different. There is no possibility to RRC-configure TCI states for CORESET#0, but it is still possible to activate TCI states for CORESET#0. In our understanding, activating TCI states for CORESET#0 is unnecessary: it is difficult to use CORESET#0 for other purposes than SI, paging and RAR. Therefore, introducing unified TCI for CORESET#0 is unnecessary, and it is sufficient to keep the legacy behaviour for CORESET#0:
[bookmark: _Toc95748530]CORESET#0 never follows the indicated TCI.
Note that this will automatically lead to that the UE can receive common signals from serving cell, as long as the common signals are mapped to CORESET#0.
2.1.5	Possible target RSs for the unified TCI
In RAN#106-e, the following agreement was made:
Agreement
On Rel.17 unified TCI framework, the following DL RSs can share the same indicated Rel-17 TCI state as UE-dedicated reception on PDSCH and for UE-dedicated reception on all or subset of CORESETs in a CC
· Aperiodic CSI-RS resources for CSI
· FFS: Discuss if further restriction or further case is necessary
· Aperiodic CSI-RS resources for BM 
· FFS: Discuss if further restriction or further case is necessary
· FFS: Other CSI-RS time-domain behaviors and/or restriction(s)

In the agreement, there is an FFS on if periodic and semi-persistent CSI-RS can share the same indicated Rel-17 TCI state as UE-dedicated reception on PDSCH and for UE-dedicated reception on all or subset of CORESETs in a CC. As we see it, this should be possible, and propose:
[bookmark: _Ref78887151][bookmark: _Toc95748531]If the UE is not provided with qcl-InfoPeriodicCSI-RS for a periodic CSI-RS resource, the UE applies the QCL assumptions of the PDCCH/PDSCH when receiving the CSI-RS.
The field qcl-InfoPeriodicCSI-RS is optional in RRC, but so far, no default behavior has been defined. Proposal 8 would finally provide a solution to this unclarity. 
For semi-persistent CSI-RS, a similar paradigm can be used:
[bookmark: _Ref78887153][bookmark: _Toc95748532]If there is no TCI state in the SP CSI-RS/CSI-IM Resource Set Activation/Deactivation MAC CE, the UE applies the QCL assumptions of the PDCCH/PDSCH when receiving the CSI-RS.
For a CSI-RS used as source reference signal(s) in DL TCI, a TCI state must of course be provided.
2.2	Inter-cell beam management
Most issues regarding inter-cell beam management are resolved. The UE feature discussion is still ongoing, though, and one of the current proposals is related to the relation between the inter-cell beam measurements and the L3 measurements. The actual measurements are quite similar: the SS-RSRP measurement that is used as input to the L3 filter is the same SS-RSRP measurement that would be reported as an inter-cell beam measurement. However, the way the measurement target is identified is different: for inter-cell beam measurements, the SSBs the UE should measure are explicitly configured in CSI-SSB-ResourceSets. For the L3 measurements, only the frequency allocation of the SSBs may be provided, and the UE then blindly identifies any relevant SSBs on that frequency. This procedure of blindly identifying neighbour cells/SSBs is implemented in all legacy UEs, and is a corner stone of modern network deployment. 
Since the two configuration mechanisms are different, it is possible that the UE would be configured to perform inter-cell beam measurements on SSBs the UE has not detected and measured during the L3 measurements. Inter-cell beam measurements on such un-detected neighbours are not only resource consuming on the UE side: they are typically unnecessary since the un-detected neighbours are weak. In fact, it is sufficient that the UE only reports the SS-RSRP for the inter-cell beam targets the UE anyway identified. We propose that this is the baseline behaviour for inter-cell beam measurements:
[bookmark: _Ref95375074][bookmark: _Toc95748533]By default, the UE only reports L1-RSRP for the subset of configured SSBs it has detected during the L3 measurement process.
For configured inter-cell beam measurement targets the UE has not identified, the UE could include the lowest possible value in the RSRP range.
A baseline UE would only support the reporting described in Proposal 10, and more advanced reporting would be up to UE capability. Based on such capability reporting, the UE would be explicitly configured to perform measurements on all the configured inter-cell beam measurement targets:
[bookmark: _Toc95748534]A UE that supports reporting on all configured neighbours can be RRC-configured to do so. 
2.3	Remaining details on the TCI signalling mechanism design
In RAN1#107-e, the following agreement was made:
Agreement
On Rel-17 DCI-based beam indication, regarding application time of the beam indication, the UE can assume that one beam application time (BAT) for a given SCS is configured for all the CCs configured with the common TCI state ID update,
· Note: It was agreed that the BAT associated with the carrier(s) (hence BWP(s)/CC(s)) on which the beam indication applies is determined based on the carrier with the smallest SCS among the carrier(s) (hence BWP(s)/CC(s)) applying the beam indication
· TBD (maintenance): whether a second configured BAT is also supported, e.g. for MPUE or inter-cell BM
· The detailed signaling of the BAT is up to RAN2
· FFS: For CC(s) not configured with a common TCI state ID update

Here there are one TBD and one FFS. Regarding the issue of a second configured BAT, it is not possible to have a second BAT for MPUE, since the NW does not know when the UE switches panel. On the other hand, when performing inter-cell beam management, the NW knows that the TCI state is changed to another PCI. In this case, it may be beneficial to give the UE more time to update the beam. In this case, the NW knows 
[bookmark: _Toc95748535]Introduce a second configured BAT to be applied when the indicated TCI changes to another PCI.
Note that if there is only a single RRC-parameter can be configured, it would logically follow that there is only one UE capability for the minimum beam application time:
[bookmark: _Toc95748522]If there is only one RRC-parameter for the beam application time, there is only one UE capability (per SCS) for the minimum beam application time. 
The FFS concerns the BAT for CC(s) not configured with a common TCI state ID update. It should be clear that there are no restrictions for those CC(s). If there were any restrictions, what would be the meaning of configuring CC(s) with common TCI state ID update?
[bookmark: _Toc95748536]There are no restrictions of the BATs for CC(s) not configured with common TCI state ID update.
Note that RAN2 has proposed that BAT is configured in the PDSCH-Config, i.e, per BWP.
2.4	Fast UL panel switching and MPE mitigation 
In RAN1#107-e, the following working assumption was made:
Working Assumption
Support the UE reporting a list of UE capability value sets 
· Each UE capability value set comprises the max supported number of SRS ports
· For any two different value sets, at least one capability value needs to be different 
· FFS: If in addition also identical value sets are allowed.
· Whether the UE capability value set can be common across all BWPs/CCs in same band or BC can be discussed in UE feature session

This working assumption relies on that subsequent agreements are made regarding the related functionality. As of now, the supporting functionality is not settled, so the working assumption cannot be confirmed:
[bookmark: _Toc95748537]Do not confirm the working assumption.
Even if the working assumption is later confirmed, the FFS should be removed. Reporting identical values is not consistent with the motivation of the feature, and could be interpreted as a UE panel identity, which we are strongly opposing, since there are no benefits of that.
In RAN1#107-e, the following agreement was reached:
Agreement
On Rel.17 enhancements to facilitate UE -initiated panel activation and selection via UE reporting a list of UE capability value sets, the correspondence between each reported CSI-RS and/or SSB resource index and one of the UE capability value sets in the reported list is determined by the UE (analogous to Rel-15/16) and is informed to NW in a beam reporting instance. 
· The Rel-15/16 beam reporting framework is used, i.e. the index of corresponding UE capability value set is reported along with the pair of SSBRI/CRI and L1-RSRP/SINR (up to 4 pairs, with 7-bit absolute and 4-bit differential) in the beam reporting UCI and down select (maintenance) between the following two options:
· Option 1: UE can report one index for all the reported CRIs/SSBRIs in one beam reporting
· Option 2: UE can report one index for each reported CRI/SSBRI in one beam reporting.
· FFS: whether/how to take DL-only panel into account in the report
· FFS: Time-domain behaviour, e.g. the support periodic, semi-persistent, and aperiodic reporting 
· FFS: Semi-persistent and/or aperiodic reporting is triggered only when periodic reporting is configured
· (Working assumptions): Support acknowledgement mechanism of the reported correspondence from NW to UE, which doesn't preclude reusing/reinterpreting existing signaling/procedure
· FFS (maintenance): the application time for the reported correspondence (if any), the exact acknowledgement mechanism and whether spec impact is needed, e.g. based on TCI state update, BFR response like mechanism, including the application time for the reported correspondence, if any
· No new DCI format and no new RNTI are introduced for this function.

This agreement aims at settling all the remaining issues on the functionality that uses the reporting of UE capability sets. The task would seem formidable: the agreement includes options, FFSs and a working assumption. Handling this during maintenance is quite challenging.
Throughout this work on this issue, it has never been quite clear what the foreseen mode of operation would be. Based on these two agreements, there is now at least a possibility to paint a picture on how it may work. With this, we can also discover any missing pieces of the puzzle. 
The first thing to note is that the enhancements are part of the Rel-17 TCI framework. In the Rel-17 TCI framework, the spatial properties of the PUSCH transmission follows the indicated TCI. To change the PUSCH transmissions, a new TCI must be indicated:
[bookmark: _Toc95748523]To change the spatial properties of a PUSCH transmission, a new TCI must be indicated.
The NW decides to update the TCI based on reports from the UE. But the reporting and beam indications are two independent procedures. Also, the scheduling is performed independently from a certain report. Even the selection of TPMI is up to the NW based on whatever information is available. Due to this independence, there is no need to acknowledge the reports. 
This situation will remain if we introduce a new report, which provides the NW with additional information. Irrespective of the content of the report, the UE would have to follow the beam indications and scheduling from the NW to the best of its abilities. As a concrete example, when the UE reports that a certain SSBRI/CRI is associated with two SRS port, the NW may still schedule the UE with four SRS ports, and the UE would have to follow that scheduling grant, to the best ability. Hence, we propose
[bookmark: _Ref95469676][bookmark: _Toc95748538]No acknowledgement mechanism is introduced for the enhanced beam reporting.
As we see it, this is the central issue. The sole motivation for an acknowledgement mechanism would be to mandate network behaviour because of the acknowledgment.
If Proposal 15 is agreed, the remaining options and FFS can be discussed. Regarding option 1 and 2, it would seem that option 2 is easier to use and configure. Hence, we propose
[bookmark: _Toc95748539]Support option 2: The UE can report one index for each reported CRI/SSBRI in one beam reporting instance.
There was also an associated FFS, on whether/how to take DL-only panel into account in the report. This is a detail that can be handled by introducing 0 as a candidate value. 
The final FFS was discussing the time-domain behaviour of the associated beam report. If this report is supported, all reporting types must be supported:
[bookmark: _Toc95748540]The enhanced beam report is supported for periodic reporting, semi-persistent reporting and aperiodic reporting.
[bookmark: _Hlk61857909]Conclusion
In the previous sections we made the following observations: 
Observation 1	Associating the same pathloss RS in multiple TCI states would make the normal mode of operation impossible.
Observation 2	CORESET ‘C’ exists.
Observation 3	If there is only one RRC-parameter for the beam application time, there is only one UE capability (per SCS) for the minimum beam application time.
Observation 4	To change the spatial properties of a PUSCH transmission, a new TCI must be indicated.
Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	Define two new CC lists to handle common TCI state update for the Rel-17 TCI state framework.
Proposal 2	One CC can be in either the Rel-16 CC list(s) or the Rel-17 CC list(s). This restriction is captured in 38.331.
Proposal 3	The UE is not expected to be configured with Rel-15/Rel-16 TCI/SpatialRelationInfo/PUCCH-SpatialRelationInfo (except spatialRelationInfoPos) if the UE is configured with Rel-17 TCI in any CC in a band
Proposal 4	For any SRS resource set that does not share the same indicated Rel-17 TCI state(s) as dynamic-grant/configured-grant based PUSCH and all of dedicated PUCCH resources, but can be configured as a target signal of a Rel-17 TCI state, Rel-17 mechanism(s) which reuse mechanisms similar to the Rel-15/16 spatial relation info update signaling/configuration design(s) are used to update/configure such SRS(s) with Rel-17 TCI state.
Proposal 5	The power control parameters of an SRS resource in an SRS resource set that does not share the same indicated Rel-17 TCI state(s) as dynamic-grant/configured-grant based PUSCH and all of dedicated PUCCH resources are provided using the Rel-15/16 power control parameters in the SRS resource set.
Proposal 6	Move the RRC parameter followUnifiedTCIstate-r17 to the search space level.
Proposal 7	CORESET#0 never follows the indicated TCI.
Proposal 8	If the UE is not provided with qcl-InfoPeriodicCSI-RS for a periodic CSI-RS resource, the UE applies the QCL assumptions of the PDCCH/PDSCH when receiving the CSI-RS.
Proposal 9	If there is no TCI state in the SP CSI-RS/CSI-IM Resource Set Activation/Deactivation MAC CE, the UE applies the QCL assumptions of the PDCCH/PDSCH when receiving the CSI-RS.
Proposal 10	By default, the UE only reports L1-RSRP for the subset of configured SSBs it has detected during the L3 measurement process.
Proposal 11	A UE that supports reporting on all configured neighbours can be RRC-configured to do so.
Proposal 12	Introduce a second configured BAT to be applied when the indicated TCI changes to another PCI.
Proposal 13	There are no restrictions of the BATs for CC(s) not configured with common TCI state ID update.
Proposal 14	Do not confirm the working assumption.
Proposal 15	No acknowledgement mechanism is introduced for the enhanced beam reporting.
Proposal 16	Support option 2: The UE can report one index for each reported CRI/SSBRI in one beam reporting instance.
Proposal 17	The enhanced beam report is supported for periodic reporting, semi-persistent reporting and aperiodic reporting.
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