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Introduction
At the RAN1 #89 meeting, the following agreement was made for the condition to detect beam failure [1].
	Working assumption:
· Support at least the following triggering condition(s) for beam failure recovery request transmission:
· Condition 1: when beam failure is detected and candidate beam is identified at least for the case when only CSI-RS is used for new candidate beam identification
· FFS Condition 2: Beam failure is detected alone at least for the case of no reciprocity
· FFS how the recovery request is transmitted without knowledge of candidate beam
· Note: if both conditions are supported, which triggering condition to use by UE also depends on both gNB configuration and UE capability


Regarding the beam recovery request transmission, the following agreements were made to beam recovery request transmission.
	Agreements:
· Support the following channel(s) for beam failure recovery request transmission:
· Non-contention based channel based on PRACH, which uses a resource orthogonal to resources of other PRACH transmissions, at least for the FDM case
· FFS other ways of achieving orthogonality, e.g., CDM/TDM with other PRACH resources
· FFS whether or not have different sequence and/or format than those of PRACH for other purposes 
· Note: this does not prevent PRACH design optimization attempt for beam failure recovery request transmission from other agenda item 
· FFS: Retransmission behavior on this PRACH  resource is similar to regular RACH procedure
· Support using PUCCH for beam failure recovery request transmission
· FFS whether PUCCH is with beam sweeping or not
· Note: this may or may not impact PUCCH design
· FFS Contention-based PRACH resources as supplement to contention-free beam failure recovery resources
· From traditional RACH resource pool
· 4-step RACH procedure is used
· Note: contention-based PRACH resources is used e.g., if a new candidate beam does not have resources for contention-free PRACH-like transmission 
· FFS whether a UE is semi-statically configured to use one of them or both, if both, whether or not support dynamic selection of one of the channel(s) by a UE if the UE is configured with both 


In addition, the following agreements were made for reception of gNB’s response to beam recovery request. 
	Agreements:
· To receive gNB response for beam failure recovery request, a UE monitors NR PDCCH with the assumption that the corresponding PDCCH DM-RS is spatial QCL’ed with RS of the UE-identified candidate beam(s)
· FFS whether the candidate beam(s) is identified from a preconfigured set or not
· Detection of a gNB’s response for beam failure recovery request during a time window is supported
· FFS the time window is configured or pre-determined
· FFS the number of monitoring occasions within the time window
· FFS the size/location of the time window
· If there is no response detected within the window, the UE may perform re-tx of the request
· FFS details
· If not detected after a certain number of transmission(s), UE notifies higher layer entities
· FFS the number of transmission(s) or possibly further in combination with or solely determined by a timer


In this contribution, we share our views on beam recovery mechanism.
Discussions
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]Beam failure detection
In LTE, UE or eNB can declare radio link failure when the certain situations including radio link problem occur. To detect radio link problem, a UE assesses a DL radio quality by CRS and compare it to threshold Qin and Qout. Qin and Qout are defined as follows [2]:
	The threshold Qout is defined as the level at which the downlink radio link cannot be reliably received and shall correspond to 10% block error rate of a hypothetical PDCCH transmission taking into account the PCFICH errors with transmission parameters specified in Table 7.6.1-1.
The threshold Qin is defined as the level at which the downlink radio link quality can be significantly more reliably received than at Qout and shall correspond to 2% block error rate of a hypothetical PDCCH transmission taking into account the PCFICH errors with transmission parameters specified in Table 7.6.1-2.



As the definition of Qin and Qout, these thresholds are defined based on the BLER of a hypothetical PDCCH. Beam quality can be also defined similar to LTE and it is preferred to apply similar mechanism for beam failure recovery
Proposal 1:
· Beam quality is defined based on a hypothetical PDCCH performance
· Similar mechanism to LTE RLM is preferred for beam failure detection

Triggering condition for beam failure recovery
In the last meeting, two conditions were discussed for triggering beam failure recovery request transmission. In Condition 1, when beam failure is detected and candidate beam is identified for the case only CSI-RS is used for new candidate. Our view is that the following working assumptions should be confirmed.
Proposal 2:
· Confirm the following working assumption
· Support at least the following triggering condition(s) for beam failure recovery request transmission:
· Condition 1: when beam failure is detected and candidate beam is identified at least for the case when only CSI-RS is used for new candidate beam identification
· FFS Condition 2: Beam failure is detected alone at least for the case of no reciprocity
· FFS how the recovery request is transmitted without knowledge of candidate beam
· Note: if both conditions are supported, which triggering condition to use by UE also depends on both gNB configuration and UE capability

Conclusion
In this contribution, we have the following proposals:
Proposal 1:
· Beam quality is defined based on a hypothetical PDCCH performance
· Similar mechanism to LTE RLM is preferred for beam failure detection

Proposal 2:
· Confirm the following working assumption
· Support at least the following triggering condition(s) for beam failure recovery request transmission:
· Condition 1: when beam failure is detected and candidate beam is identified at least for the case when only CSI-RS is used for new candidate beam identification
· FFS Condition 2: Beam failure is detected alone at least for the case of no reciprocity
· FFS how the recovery request is transmitted without knowledge of candidate beam
· Note: if both conditions are supported, which triggering condition to use by UE also depends on both gNB configuration and UE capability
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