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Introduction
In RAN4 #110bis, the WF and Big CR [1], [2] are approved or endorsed.
Based on all above information, we provide our views on remaining issues for FR2 SCell activation test case design.
Discussion
<On whether to consider L1 reporting as one of the passing conditions>
In RAN4 110bis, the follow issue was discussed and the agreements are achieved as follows.
	Issue 2-2: whether to verify requirement without L3 reporting for FG31-1 TC
Agreement:
· For all FG31-1 TCs, only verify the activation delay when L3 report is triggered.
· FFS UE reporting L1 is also a pass condition.



For a general SCell activation delay test, PUCCH configuration is needed because UE may need to report valid CSI. However, if allowing UE reporting L1 as one pass condition, the TE needs to deal with L3 reporting and L1 reporting, and configure/activate TCI based on the reporting. In case TE supports such testing operation, we see no harm to adopt the FFS bullet. 
Proposal 1  If TE is able to deal with the TCI configuration/activation based on either L3 reporting or L1 reporting whichever is earlier, the test case shall allow UE reporting L1 as one pass condition.
However, for sub-test 2, if L1 reporting is considered as one passing condition, UE may report the L1 measurement result earlier than M. According to the definition of Tuncertainty_MAC, it shall be stated to count as long as UE reports L1-RSRP. Therefore, the test requirements for UE reporting L1 instead of L3 shall be shortened so as to align with core part.
Proposal 2  According to core requirements, UE reporting L1 instead L3 shall complete the SCell activation within max(Tuncertainty_MAC + TFineTiming + 2ms, Tuncertainty_SP) after L1-RSRP is reported.

<On the PDCCH processing delay during test>
In last meeting, the following is discussed and agreed with square bracket.
	Issue 2-1: How to configure M to have valid L3 report for FG31-1 TC

Agreement:
· Calculate the M values based on UE capability in the corresponding sections. 

Agreement:
DCI transmission timing: cover two case:
· Case 1: n+3ms+THARQ+M-k2
· FFS: UE pass condition is either UE to L1 or L3 report.
· Case 2: n+[7]ms+ THARQ
· where k2=1 with type A mapping and startSymbolAndLength (SLIV) = 42 (L=4, and S=0).
DL scheduling for data starts from n+3ms.



This issue is related to how to understand the THARQ in Tactivation_time. Based on discussion, RAN4’s common understanding would be that, the PDCCH processing delay of the uplink grant for L3 reporting is already counted in Tactivation_time by THARQ. Therefore, it shall be also counted in the test cases.
Proposal 3  Remove the square bracket on 7ms.
Conclusions
Based on above analysis, we have following observations and proposals.
Proposal 1  If TE is able to deal with the TCI configuration/activation based on either L3 reporting or L1 reporting whichever is earlier, the test case shall allow UE reporting L1 as one pass condition.
Proposal 2  According to core requirements, UE reporting L1 instead L3 shall complete the SCell activation within max(Tuncertainty_MAC + TFineTiming + 2ms, Tuncertainty_SP) after L1-RSRP is reported.
Proposal 3  Remove the square bracket on 7ms.
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