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<Topic 1> RF requirements for PCMAX,f,c,k
<Sub-topic 1-1> Overlapped beam handling
<Online agreement> 
· Overlapping indication is not needed in Rel-18
· Further discuss overlapping indications in the future release.

<Sub-topic 1-2> PUMAX,f,c,k
<Online agreement> 
· Introduce PUMAX,f,c,k in the core requirements with minimal impacts in Rel-18
· FFS of PUMAX,f,c  and PUMAX,f,c,k on the testability issue in future release
· FFS on the minimal impacts

<Sub-topic 1-3> MPRf,c,k/A-MPRf,c,k
<Way forward>: MPRf,c,k/A-MPRf,c,k derivation without overlapped beam indication
-	Option 1: MAX(MPRf,c, A- MPRf,c,) + X dB, where X is
	-	Option 1a: 10*log (number of UL TCI-states indicated for STxMP) dB 
	-	Option 1b: [3 dB] for STxMP
-	Option 2: MAX(X, MPRf,c, A- MPRf,c,), where X is
	-	Option 2a: 10*log (number of UL TCI-states indicated for STxMP) dB 
	-	Option 2b: [3 dB] for STxMP
<Way forward>: Additional relaxation (TSTxMP)
-	Whether to leave additional relaxation, outside of MAX(MPR) to the lower bound, will be further discussed together with MPRf,c,k and/or for future implementation constraints

<Sub-topic 1-4> P-MPRf,c,k
<Agreement>: P-MPR and PHR enhancement for Rel-18 STxMP
-	Recommended WF: P-MPR value is completely left to UE implementation for MPE compliance

<Sub-topic 1-5> Testability
<Agreement>: Whether to send LS to RAN5, with following proposal
-	Do not send LS to RAN5 and stop further discussion in this release. 

