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1.	Introduction
Implementing independent beam management for a band combination in FR2 inter-band CA compared to common beam management was discussed previous meeting and a WF was agreed [1]. This paper further discusses those agreement in the WF and proposes more conclusions. 
2. 	Discussion
In [1] it was agreed that IBM is applicable for all combinations and this means also for band combinations in same frequency group. We would like to take this little further and propose that
Proposal 1: IBM based requirements will be specified for every requested band combination in TS 38.101-2.  
The further discussion then should take place what requirements apply. CBM and IBM should have different requirement framework and more about that later but firstly we discuss if there should be 	different requirements for different band combinations based on IBM. Our view is that we can not predict the future spectrum allocations and their implementation challenges so requirement structure should allow every band combination to have different requirements. 
The requirement structure for IBM should follow the existing requirements for CA_n260-n261 even when the bands included in the band combination are from same band group. That means ΔRIB,S,n  and ΔRIB,P,n should be defined and added to the corresponding tables. 
Proposal 2: IBM based requirements are band combination dependent but same requirement structure is applied for all band combinations
We have provided a companion paper [3] to discuss details on the IBM based requirements for new band combinations.
For CBM requirements, we propose to follow intra-band CA requirement structure. That means that CBM band combination will not have spherical coverage requirement but only peak EIS requirement for each band separately. The relaxations due to CA support should follow intra-band CA framework applying multi-band framework relaxation and relaxation from Table 7.3A.2.1-1 or Table 7.3A.2.2-1. It is possible a new table is needed in the corresponding inter-band CA subclause that enable band combination dependent requirements. 
Similarly, requirements should be band combination dependent, but the structure should be the same for all CBM band combinations. 
Proposal 3: CBM based requirements are band combination dependent but same requirement structure that follows intra-band CA is applied for all band combinations
We have provided a companion paper [4] to discuss further details on how CBM requirements could be written.
Since no band combination are requested for inter-band CA withing same band groups, the discussion for the exact values will need to wait.   
Conclusion
We discussed CBM IBM applicability and three proposals:
Proposal 1: IBM based requirements will be specified for every requested band combination in TS 38.101-2.  
Proposal 2: IBM based requirements are band combination dependent but same requirement structure is applied for all band combinations
Proposal 3: CBM based requirements are band combination dependent but same requirement structure that follows intra-band CA is applied for all band combinations
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