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Introduction
In [1], RAN4 provides a reply to RAN1 questions [2] on beam application time for LTM. In this contribution, we discuss the implication of the RAN4 response.
[bookmark: _Hlk510705081]Discussion
In RAN1 #113 meeting, the reference time for applying the beam application time was agreed. Since, the further details on the beam application time depends on the exact definition/components of cell switch delay, RAN1 sent an LS [2] to RAN4 and asked the following [2]:
Now, RAN4 has analysed the relationship between beam application time and cell switch delay, and makes the following decision [1]:RAN1 has made the following agreement in RAN1#113:

Agreement
· For the beam application time for Rel-18 LTM,
· Beam application time is supported, and starts after the last symbol of the PUCCH or PUSCH carrying the HARQ-ACK for the PDSCH which carries MAC-CE containing cell switch command with the beam indication for the target cell(s)
· FFS: reference SCS, i.e. serving cell and/or target cell
· At least the following components are further studied to define the beam application time
· Whether TCI state activation is received before/together with cell switch command
· Legacy values, i.e.  and BeamAppTime-r17
· RF retuning time when inter-frequency switch is performed, which is up to RAN4
· Whether the target cell is one of the current serving cells
· Cell switching time, which is defined by RAN2 and RAN4, may or may not include the potential components of beam application time above. 

RAN1 respectfully asks RAN2 and RAN4 to provide their feedback to complete the RAN1 work on beam switching time for LTM.


From the above reply, although RAN4 left the decision of specifying beam application time to RAN1, it also clear that any relevant delay related to beam application will be considered within the components of cell switch delay defined by RAN4. Therefore, there is no need to define any additional beam application time for LTM. RAN4 do not define beam application time. If the definition of beam application time is needed from RAN1’s perspective, RAN4 understands that it would be only specified by RAN1. Current cell switch delay defined in RAN4 can cover the TCI state application time, and there is no need to include additional beam application time component in the cell switch delay requirements.


Observation 1: As per RAN4 reply, the beam application time for the TCI indication given in the cell will be considered within the components of cell switch delay defined by RAN4.
Proposal 1: RAN1 does not need to introduce and define beam application time for the TCI indication given in the cell switch command.
Conclusion
In this contribution, we discuss reply LS from RAN4 on the beam application time for LTM. The following observations and proposal have been made:
Observation 1: As per RAN4 reply, the beam application time for the TCI indication given in the cell will be considered within the components of cell switch delay defined by RAN4.
Proposal 1: RAN1 does not need to introduce and define beam application time for the TCI indication given in the cell switch command.
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