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1. Introduction
In RAN#85 meeting, the revised WID for enhancements on MIMO for NR was approved [1], where the focus of this contribution is about the following WI objectives on multi-beam based operations and enhancements:

· Enhancements on multi-beam operation, primarily targeting FR2 operation:

· Perform study and, if needed, specify enhancement(s) on UL and/or DL transmit beam selection specified in Rel-15 to reduce latency and overhead 
· Specify beam failure recovery for SCell with DL/UL as well as DL-only, where PCell can be operating in FR1 as well as FR2
· Specify measurement and reporting of either L1-RSRQ or L1-SINR
We discuss potential enhancements on the UL and DL related topics in the following sections.

2. Overhead and latency reduction for UL/DL BM
2.1. Simultaneous spatial relation update for multiple PUCCH resources
	Agreement@RAN1#96
For signaling overhead reduction on updating/configuring spatial relation for PUCCH, support simultaneous spatial relation update/configuration for multiple PUCCH resources 

· FFS signaling details to be decided in next meeting, including down-selection/merging among the following options

· Spatial relation update for all PUCCH resources in a CC by one MAC CE

· Spatial relation update per Rel-15 PUCCH resource set

· Spatial relation update per group of PUCCH (which might need to be introduced for Rel-16) 

· PUCCH spatial relation info configured in a BWP could be applied across different BWP or different cells

· Other options are not precluded.

Agreement@RAN1#96bis
Simultaneous update/indication of a single spatial relation per group of PUCCH is supported by using one MAC CE 

· As a starting point, the group should correspond to all the PUCCHs in a BWP when a single active spatial relation is applied before and after activation

· If there is no consensus on the details of the grouping, only one group per BWP will be supported in Rel-16 which will correspond to all the PUCCHs in a BWP

Detailed design on the MAC CE is up to RAN2

Working Assumption@RAN1#97
For the supported feature of simultaneous update/indication of a single spatial relation per group of PUCCH by using one MAC CE, the following configuration options for the group are supported:

· At least up to two groups per BWP

· FFS: Details on configuring the groups including whether to use implicit method or explicit method

· For example, each corresponding to different TRP/panel, at least for multi-TRP/panel case

· Another example, each corresponding to different active spatial relation at least for single TRP case

· If there is no consensus to support more than two groups, only up to two groups will be supported in Rel-16


In RAN1#96bis, it was agreed to support simultaneous update/indication of a single spatial relation per group of PUCCH is supported by using one MAC CE, where the group should correspond to all the PUCCHs in a BWP when a single active spatial relation is applied before and after activation, as a starting point, unless a consensus on the details of the grouping is further reached. Based on this, in RAN1#97, the working assumption was made to introduce at least up to two groups per BWP, where details on configuring the groups including whether to use implicit method or explicit method are FFS to be decided in the upcoming meeting.
In our view, supporting up to two groups already achieve a significant overhead/latency reduction for PUCCH spatial relation update in Rel-16, i.e., significant overhead saving from max 128 MAC messages to 1 or 2 MAC messages for a given BWP. Regarding the signaling mechanism of the PUCCH resources, we believe that explicit signaling is much flexible and forward compatible in terms of usage of this signaling. In other words, it is not necessary to tie this signaling into a specific usage (e.g. MTRP) nor into HARQ aspects such as joint/separate A/N for MTRP. If explicit signaling is introduced, it can be used for multiple usages/scenarios, e.g. MTRP, single TRP with multiple Rx beams/panels, and multiple UE Tx panels.
Proposal 1: Support up to two groups for PUCCH spatial relation update in Rel-16, using a simple explicit signaling of the grouping.
2.2. Default spatial relation for PUCCH and SRS
	For further discussion

Study the spatial relation for the PUCCH/SRS to follow a TCI-state/QCL of PDCCH/CSI-RS/SSB if spatial relation info of PUCCH/SRS is not configured in FR2
Agreement@RAN1#98
At least for UEs supporting beam correspondance, if spatial relation info for dedicated-PUCCH/SRS, except for SRS with usage = 'BeamManagement', is not configured in FR2, a default spatial relation for dedicated-PUCCH/SRS is applied

· FFS: Detail on the default spatial relation

Agreement@RAN1#98
At least for UEs supporting beam correspondence, if spatial relation info for dedicated-PUCCH/SRS, except for SRS with usage = 'BeamManagement', is not configured in FR2, the applied default spatial relation for the dedicated-PUCCH/SRS is down-selected from the followings in RAN1#98bis

· Alt.1: default TCI state or QCL assumption of PDSCH (e.g. the most recent slot and the lowest CORESET ID)

· Alt.2: one of an active TCI state of CORESET

· FFS: details of which TCI state

· Alt.3: TCI state of scheduling PDCCH for A-SRS/PUCCH, and default TCI state or QCL assumption of PDSCH for other than A-SRS/PUCCH

· Alt.4: CORESET#0 QCL assumption

· Alt.5: pathloss reference RS

· FFS: details of which pathloss reference RS

· FFS: whether to apply the above for UEs not supporting beam correspondence


In RAN1#98, it is agreed, at least for UEs supporting beam correspondance, if spatial relation info for dedicated-PUCCH/SRS, except for SRS with usage = 'BeamManagement', is not configured in FR2, a default spatial relation for dedicated-PUCCH/SRS is applied, where the default spatial relation to be applied will be down-selected among the five listed alternatives. The motivation of the agreed feature is to significantly reduce unnecessarily redundant higher-layer signaling overhead, especially for considering so-called “one beam system” operated with a single main analog beam used for both DL and UL in FR2. In our view, Alt.1 to have the default spatial relation as a default TCI state or QCL assumption of PDSCH seems the most straightforward and simple solution without ambiguity, in consideration of the already existing behavior on determining the default TCI state for PDSCH depending on the scheduling offset value in FR2. The intension of other alternatives of Alt.2, 3, 4 is regarded to be all similar, but the details are slightly different. Alt.2 can be more flexible than Alt.1 if the one of an active TCI state of CORESET can be flexibly selected by gNB, but we don’t see a strong benefit on such flexibility, in that Alt.1 tied to the lowest CORESET is sufficient and aligned with existing behaviors. Alt.3 is already containing the solution of Alt.1, but only for A-SRS/PUCCH it requires a different solution which seems not so necessary and desirable. Alt.4 and Alt.5 are unnecessarily too restrictive, and we don’t see strong benefits on those, compared to Alt.1.
Proposal 2: The default spatial relation to be applied when spatial relation info for dedicated-PUCCH/SRS is not configured is to be adopted as the default TCI state or QCL assumption of PDSCH.

Considering the agreed feature of the default spatial relation in terms of UL, it is worthwhile to further consider a default TCI state in terms of DL as well, for the same motivation of targeting “one beam system” operated with a single main analog beam used for both DL and UL in FR2. It is worth to extend it to DL as well, saying that a default TCI state is defined if TCI-state for a CORESET is not configured or if no TCI-state has been activated by MAC-CE in FR2, which can also significantly reduce unnecessarily redundant higher-layer signaling overhead especially for the one beam system.
Proposal 3: A default TCI state is defined if TCI-state for a CORESET is not configured or if no TCI-state has been activated by MAC-CE in FR2, targeting so-called one beam system.

2.3. Updating pathloss reference RS for PUSCH/SRS via MAC CE
	Agreement@RAN1#97
Decide in RAN1#98 whether to support updating path loss reference RSs for power control for PUSCH and SRS via MAC-CE.

· FFS: Condition that the RS for PL will follows the downlink RS in spatial relation.

· FFS: When the spatial relation of AP-SRS for CB/NCB UL is activated by MAC-CE, UL power control parameters for PUSCH can be activated via the MAC-CE.

Agreement@RAN1#98
Continue discussion on the support of updating pathloss RSs for power control for PUSCH and SRS via MAC-CE, including the following candidates until RAN1#98bis:

· Option 1: For codebook based PUSCH transmission, the pathloss RS follows DL RS in spatial relation associated with SRI indicated in scheduling DCI, if the pathloss RS is not configured and periodic DL RS is configured in the spatial relation.

· FFS: the cases of non-codebook based PUSCH, SRS

· Option 2: Pathloss RS is associated/configured for downlink RS in spatial relation info.

· gNB can configure more than 4 pathloss RSs.

· Option 3: At least the pathloss RSs for SRS or PUSCH can be explicitly activated/updated by the MAC-CE

· FFS: The other power control parameters including P0, alpha, and a closed loop process index are also activated by the MAC-CE

· FFS on whether to support the number of configured pathloss RSs are more than four.

· Note: The MAC-CE is the activation MAC CE for ap-SRS/sp-SRS.

· Option 4: Support updating TCI state for periodic CSI-RS by MAC CE.

· Note: The periodic CSI-RS is used for pathloss reference.

· Option 5: Support semi-persistent CSI-RS for pathloss reference RS.

· Note: Baseline is that the same transmission power is applied within SRS resource set (same as Rel-15).


In RAN1#98, it is concluded to continue discussion on the support of updating pathloss RSs for power control for PUSCH and SRS via MAC-CE, based on five listed options to be further discussed. Since the MAC CE based spatial relation update for aperiodic SRS is introduced in Rel-16, the related pathloss RS is also desired to be updated via MAC-CE, which is the motivation of this topic.
The major difference between Option1/2 and Option 3 is the former is proposing to introduce a new behavior that a pathloss RS can be coupled with a spatial relation reference, which is not supported in Rel-15. The latter, i.e., Option 3 is to retain the Rel-15 principle that a pathloss RS is independently configured from a spatial relation reference, although there is a linkage between those RSs in the signaling perspective.

Note this issue has already been discussed in Rel-15 power control session, and the pathloss reference RS was decided to be decoupled from spatial relation RS in Rel-15. It was because the pathloss reference RS is used for long-term L3 filtering. Due to the technical reason, Option 3 is preferred and the two FFS points can also be supported, i.e., the other power control parameters including P0, alpha, and a closed loop process index can also be activated by the MAC-CE, and gNB can configure more than 4 pathloss RSs. Option 4 and Option 5 which can be understood as an indirect way of achieving the similar goal, but we don’t see strong benefits on those, compared to Option 3.
Proposal 4: UL power control parameters for AP-SRS/SP-SRS/PUSCH can be activated/updated via a MAC CE explicitly.
· Note that the UL power control parameters include P0, alpha, PL RS, and a closed loop process index.

2.4. Simultaneous TCI states activation/selection across multiple CCs/BWPs
	For further discussion

Study beam indication/activation for a group of CCs

Agreement@RAN1#98
For latency/overhead reduction across multiple CCs/BWPs, support single MAC-CE to activate at least the same set of PDSCH TCI state IDs for multiple CCs/BWPs
· Example 1: Reuse Rel-15 MAC-CE to activate same set of TCI state IDs for all active BWPs in same band or cell group(s) on FR2

· Support of this mode can be indicated by UE capability

· To operate in this mode, UE may expect the same QCL-TypeD RS is configured for same TCI state ID for all BWPs in each band or cell group(s)

· For activation MAC-CE received on any active BWP in a band or cell group(s), indicated activated TCI state IDs will be applied to every active BWP in that band or cell group(s)
· Example 2: Reuse Rel-15 MAC-CE to activate one set of TCI state IDs (including both QCL Type-A and Type-D RSs) for an active BWP of the CC indicated by the MAC-CE to be applied to all active BWPs in same band or cell group(s) on FR2

· Note: The QCL Type A RS(s) applied to each CC/BWP is that corresponding to the same resource ID(s) indicated by the TCI state IDs 

· FFS: operation/signaling details including the possibility to activate different sets of PDSCH TCI state IDs for multiple CCs/BWPs
· Note: QCL type-A comes from the BWP where the TCI state is applied


In RAN1#98, it is agreed to support a single MAC-CE can activate at least the same set of PDSCH TCI state IDs for multiple CCs/BWPs for latency/overhead reduction across multiple CCs/BWPs. Examples 1 and 2 are similar, and the main difference considered in Example 2 is based on the linkage with the same ID criterion to determine QCL Type-A RS. It would be more preferable if the single MAC CE message can carry a flexible combination of CCs/BWPs by allowing a simple concatenation of the applied list of CCs/BWPs inside the MAC CE message, which still achieves huge overhead reduction compared to the existing MAC CE message format that only carries one CC/BWP at a time delivered by a separate PDSCH. Examples 1 and 2 can be regarded as a special case of the suggested concatenation based method, so that the suggested method seems sufficient and more desired in terms of the flexibility and overhead reduction.
Proposal 5: A simple concatenation of the applied list of CCs/BWPs inside the MAC CE message to activate at least the same set of PDSCH TCI state IDs seems sufficient and more desired in terms of the flexibility and overhead reduction.

In addition, a clarification on this feature seems needed on whether the RRC-configurable number of TCI states (up to 128) can still be different and independent across the considered CCs/BWPs. In our view, it would be unnecessarily restrictive if the RRC-configurable number of TCI states per CCs/BWP shall also be the same. The main motivation of the simultaneous TCI states activation feature is to significantly reduce redundant higher-layer signalling overhead, and it can still be attainable for a part of RRC-configured TCI states IDs which are the common part of the whole considered CCs/BWPs for the operation. If the indication of activated TCI state IDs are not fully belonging to such a common part, this indication should only be applied for the target CC/BWP.

Proposal 6: It should be clarified that the RRC-configurable number of TCI states (up to 128) can still be different and independent across the considered CCs/BWPs, and the simultaneous TCI states activation feature should only be applicable for the common part of TCI-state IDs configured for the considered CCs/BWPs.
3. Enhancements on beam measurement and reporting
For L1-SINR calculation, one of the remaining issues is the CMR-IMR mapping which is also discussed during email discussion [98-NR-20]. In our view, Option 1 is a baseline method and Option 3 can also be considered for overhead reduction in case of P-2 operation. Considering that this Option 3 was decided to be precluded for the ZP IMR case in the last meeting, motivation of supporting Option 3 only for NZP IMR became weaker. Therefore, our preference is to support one-to-one mapping only for NZP IMR to be aligned with the ZP IMR case. 

Proposal 7: For CMR-IMR mapping in case of NZP IMR, support one-to-one mapping only.

Regarding Type-D QCL assumption between CMR and IMR, the current text ‘UE may assume that the NZP CSI-RS resource for channel measurement and NZP CSI-RS resource(s) for interference measurement configured for one CSI reporting are QCLed with respect to 'QCL-TypeD’’, which is copied from current specification seems not sufficient for the case of NZP IMR because the Rel-15 allows only one CMR for the case of NZP IMR, i.e. focusing on CSI reporting excluding this multiple CMR case. Although Rel-15 supports multiple CMR case, only ZP IMRs are allowed in this case, where no QCL reference RS is configured for the IMRs. Accordingly, it needs to be clarified what UE should do if the type-D QCL RS of CMR and NZP IMR are different, e.g. whether UE can consider this case as an error case and does not report L1-SINR, or whether UE still needs to report L1-SINR. 

Proposal 8: Clarify whether or not UE should report L1-SINR if the CMR and its mapped NZP IMR are not Type-D QCLed.
Another remaining issue is the mixed case of ZP IMR and NZP IMRs. In the WA, only one ZP IMR is allowed in this case by taking the resource overhead and the UE complexity into account. Due to this limitation, this case is only applicable for P-2 operation, i.e. only when all CMRs, NZP IMRs and the ZP IMR are Type-D QCLed. Accordingly, we failed to see any clear additional benefit of using this complex method compared to other means to support P-2 operation, i.e., L1-SINR with ZP IMRs, L1-SINR with NZP IMRs, and L1-RSRP based legacy operation. With respect to the specification impacts, as it has been precluded to configure a less number of ZP IMRs compared to the CMRs in case of ZP IMR only, it is inevitable to introduce different IMR-CMR mapping mechanism especially for this mixed case. Considering its specification impact/effort and its unclear usage, our first preference is to revisit the WA and not to support this mixed case.

Proposal 9: Considering its specification impact/effort and its unclear usage, revisit the WA and not support configuring both ZP IMR and NZP IMR(s).
Another important issue for L1-SINR reporting is to relax the timing requirement, i.e., Z and Z’ values. For L1-RSRP reporting in Rel-15, Z and Z’ are determined by UE capabilities beamSwitchTiming and beamSwitchTiming, when UE reports beamSwitchTiming other than {224, 336} for SCS 60 and SCS 120. Since L1-SINR requires more time for measurement and calculation compares to L1-RSRP, Z and Z’ values need to be relaxed for L1-SINR, e.g., via adding a value to Z/Z’ or allowing UE to report separated capability values. Especially, CMRs and IMRs can be transmitted in different symbols/slots so that the delay from the earliest symbol/resource to the last symbol/resource among CMRs and IMRs should be taken into account for determining the value of Z.

Proposal 10: For aperiodic L1-SINR reporting, Z and Z’ values should be relaxed compared to L1-RSRP.

4. Enhancements on beam failure recovery
During [98-NR-17] email discussion, some companies propose that BFR configuration should be included as a sub-category of SR(scheduling request). In our view, that approach will create many issues. It requires changes on existing SR which is a ‘legacy’ operation. From implementation point of view, it will create additional ‘IF’ conditions to ‘legacy’ behaviour, e.g. adding a new function to check whether this is for normal SR or for BFRQ SR. From specification perspective, it requires changes on existing texts describing ‘conventional’ SR operation. From technical perspective, SR is triggered by buffer status of a logical channel, i.e., by upper layer of MAC. On the other hand, BFRQ is triggered by physical layer condition, i.e., by lower layer of MAC. Thus, many technical aspects are different. For example, no logical channel association is needed for BFRQ. For another example, UE does not need UL-SCH anymore if the target SCell is deactivated. Thus, it is much cleaner if BFRQ is described and defined separately from SR, e.g., in a new section in TS38.321 by copying relevant texts from sections describing SR, if applicable.

Proposal 11: BFRQ should not be defined as a sub-category of SR although many of configuration parameters and operational behaviours can be copied from it.
Regarding the collision handling of BFRQ-PUCCH with other PUCCH/PUSCH, existing UCI multiplexing/dropping rules can be reused as much as possible by considering BFRQ as SR if there is no SR in the collided PUCCH/PUSCH. One exceptional case can be the case when BFRQ-PUCCH with format 0 is collided with HARQ-ACK PUCCH with format 1. If we follow existing UCI handling behaviour, BFRQ-PUCCH should be dropped in this case, which is not a good solution for this case as many companies pointed out in [2], [3], and [4]. In case of collision between BFRQ-PUCCH and SR-PUCCH, it is not proper to consider this case as a collision of multiple SR-PUCCHs because current specification does not define any prioritization of different SR-PUCCH resources, i.e., it is up to UE implementation. Thus, BFRQ-PUCCH should be transmitted with higher priority in this case. For UCI multiplexing, BFRQ and SR(s) can be jointly mapped into the current SR part in the UCI payload on a PUCCH (e.g. ceil(log2(K+2)) bits for jointly encoding of K SRs and 1 BFRQ) to minimize specification impact. 
Proposal 12: With regard to the collision between BFRQ-PUCCH and other PUCCH/PUSCH, 

· In the cases of the collided PUCCH/PUSCH having no SR, existing collision handling rules (i.e. UCI multiplexing/dropping) can be applied by treating BFRQ as SR except when the BFRQ-PUCCH with format 0 is collided with a HARQ-ACK PUCCH with format 1.
· In the cases of the collided PUCCH having SR(s), 
· BFRQ should be prioritized over SR(s) for UCI dropping and for UCI multiplexing
· BFRQ can be jointly mapped with SR(s) into the current SR part in the UCI payload on a PUCCH for UCI multiplexing
As ZTE explained and proposed in [4], it was agreed that BFRQ-PUCCH is prioritized over SRS when BFRQ-PUCCH is overlapped with SRS during Rel-15 NR WI. Unfortunately, however, the design of BFRQ-PUCCH could not be completed in Rel-15 due to the lack of time. Since the BFRQ-PUCCH is to be specified in Rel-16, the same principle can be applied.
Proposal 13: If a BFRQ-PUCCH is collided with an SRS, the BFRQ-PUCCH is prioritized for transmission as agreed in Rel-15.

With regards to the RAN2 LS related issue, i.e., whether or not BFRQ-PUCCH always need to be configured, our view is that BFRQ-PUCCH should always be configured. Some companies may argue that current specification allows the case of no SR-PUCCH resource for a specific SR configuration. However, the background of that is for PUCCH overhead reduction given the fact that NR supports up to 8 different SR-PUCCH resources per BWP, where each SR-PUCCH resource is associated to each SR configuration. In the BFR case, only one PUCCH resource is required to be configured per BWP on SpCell so that the overhead is much less than normal SR.
Proposal 14: The BFRQ-PUCCH resource is always configured when the SCell BFR is configured.
Regarding the remaining issue on the configuration of new beam candidate RS set, Alt3 is preferred compared to Alt1. If Alt1 is supported, gNB should configure up to 64 new beam candidate RSs for up to 31 SCells, resulting in 1984 RSs total in the worst case. This is a huge signaling overhead. From technical perspective, it is natural to use the configured SSBs as a new beam candidate RS set if gNB cannot track the UE location/mobility precisely (e.g. for mobile UEs), noting that the SSB beams will comprise the total spatial coverage of the serving cell. 
Proposal 15: If the new beam RS set is not configured, all SSBs are considered as new beam RS candidates.
Lastly, although the WI objective is for SCell BFR, it is worth to consider using this BFRQ-PUCCH based BFR for SpCell BFR as well as for SCell BFR. The required BFRQ resource overhead and the total BFR latency for the PUCCH based solution is much smaller than them for the PRACH based solution specified in Rel-15. Meanwhile, PUCCH is less robust to UL channel degradation than PRACH. Accordingly, the PUCCH based BFR can be used as a complementary method on SpCell if the BFRQ-PUCCH is allowed to be configured on SpCell. A UE can try PUCCH based BFR first for faster and lighter BFR, and if it fails, then try PRACH based BFR as a fallback operation.
Proposal 16: Use the BFRQ-PUCCH based solution regardless of the type of target serving cell, i.e., SCell, PCell, or PSCell.
5. Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed enhancements on the UL and DL BM related topics in Rel-16 MIMO. Based on the discussions above, following observations and proposals are given:
For overhead and latency reduction for UL/DL BM,
Proposal 1: Support up to two groups for PUCCH spatial relation update in Rel-16, using a simple explicit signaling of the grouping.
Proposal 2: The default spatial relation to be applied when spatial relation info for dedicated-PUCCH/SRS is not configured is to be adopted as the default TCI state or QCL assumption of PDSCH.

Proposal 3: A default TCI state is defined if TCI-state for a CORESET is not configured or if no TCI-state has been activated by MAC-CE in FR2, targeting so-called one beam system.

Proposal 4: UL power control parameters for AP-SRS/SP-SRS/PUSCH can be activated/updated via a MAC CE explicitly.
· Note that the UL power control parameters include P0, alpha, PL RS, and a closed loop process index.

Proposal 5: A simple concatenation of the applied list of CCs/BWPs inside the MAC CE message to activate at least the same set of PDSCH TCI state IDs seems sufficient and more desired in terms of the flexibility and overhead reduction.

Proposal 6: It should be clarified that the RRC-configurable number of TCI states (up to 128) can still be different and independent across the considered CCs/BWPs, and the simultaneous TCI states activation feature should only be applicable for the common part of TCI-state IDs configured for the considered CCs/BWPs.
For enhancements on beam measurement and reporting,
Proposal 7: For CMR-IMR mapping in case of NZP IMR, support one-to-one mapping only.

Proposal 8: Clarify whether or not UE should report L1-SINR if the CMR and its mapped NZP IMR are not Type-D QCLed.
Proposal 9: Considering its specification impact/effort and its unclear usage, revisit the WA and not support configuring both ZP IMR and NZP IMR(s).
Proposal 10: For aperiodic L1-SINR reporting, Z and Z’ values should be relaxed compared to L1-RSRP.

For enhancements on beam failure recovery,

Proposal 11: BFRQ should not be defined as a sub-category of SR although many of configuration parameters and operational behaviours can be copied from it.
Proposal 12: With regard to the collision between BFRQ-PUCCH and other PUCCH/PUSCH, 

· In the cases of the collided PUCCH/PUSCH having no SR, existing collision handling rules (i.e. UCI multiplexing/dropping) can be applied by treating BFRQ as SR except when the BFRQ-PUCCH with format 0 is collided with a HARQ-ACK PUCCH with format 1.
· In the cases of the collided PUCCH having SR(s), 
· BFRQ should be prioritized over SR(s) for UCI dropping and for UCI multiplexing
· BFRQ can be jointly mapped with SR(s) into the current SR part in the UCI payload on a PUCCH for UCI multiplexing
Proposal 13: If a BFRQ-PUCCH is collided with an SRS, the BFRQ-PUCCH is prioritized for transmission as agreed in Rel-15.

Proposal 14: The BFRQ-PUCCH resource is always configured when the SCell BFR is configured.
Proposal 15: If the new beam RS set is not configured, all SSBs are considered as new beam RS candidates.
Proposal 16: Use the BFRQ-PUCCH based solution regardless of the type of target serving cell, i.e., SCell, PCell, or PSCell.
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