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1. Overall Description:
In current Rel-17 38.331 the parameter followUnifiedTCIstateSRS-r17 could be configured to indicate whether aperiodic SRS resource for BM or SRS resource of any time-domain for codebook, non-codebook, and antenna switching should follow the "indicated" Rel-17 ULDL only or joint TCI state. 	Comment by Henttonen, Tero (Nokia - FI/Espoo): This is a bit unclear: Currently the followUnifiedTCI is part of SRS resource set, not SRS resource, but our understanding was that RAN1 intended them to be per SRS resource. That may be one thing causing confusion	Comment by Henttonen, Tero (Nokia - FI/Espoo): Typo, should be UL (as also already corrected in R2-2205497) - SRS can only follow TCI state that has UL component (i.e. UL or joint).
It is found that RAN1’s agreements in RAN1#108-e imply that, when followUnifiedTCIstateSRS-r17 is not configured while the Rel-17 TCI framework is configured, TCI state for SRS resources may need to be indicated via RRC configuration only (e.g. for periodic resources) or using MAC CE (e.g. for SP and aperiodic SRS resource). 
RAN2 is considering to configure ULDL or joint TCI state for those cases via RRC signalling but not sure whether it is sufficient since RAN2 has not received any guidance on this from RAN1 LS. At the same time, RAN2 would like to emphasize that RAN2  has already completed the WI and hence,  we should avoid introducing a new feature unless it is essential. 	Comment by Henttonen, Tero (Nokia - FI/Espoo): Typo, should be UL (as also already corrected in R2-2205497) - SRS can only follow TCI state that has UL component (i.e. UL or joint).	Comment by Apple - Fangli: We cannot say it’s the new feature, since RAN1 has agreed it. So we can just inform RAN1 that RAN2 needs to close all the open issues and RAN1 is requested to provide information in detail. 
2. Actions:
To RAN1:
RAN2 respectfully asks RAN1 to answer following questions immediately:
Question 1:	Comment by CR_Rapp(HelkaLiina): Another option is to ask first whether the feature is broken with current RRC signaling which is based on received information from RAN1, e.g. only having the followunifiedTCIstate parameter. Then, if yes, the second set of questions becomes relevant.
For using unified TCI states with SRS resources, Which are there cases that are not addressed by current RRC specification (v17.0.0) and would require something hence new solution  to be specified in RAN2 (i.e. new RRC parameter or MAC CE based signaling) is needed? 	Comment by Henttonen, Tero (Nokia - FI/Espoo): Let's make the question a bit more informative, even if this is clear from the text above.	Comment by vivo-Chenli: We agree with this question, or we could ask is there any necessity to introduce new solution. 	Comment by Intel (Youn): We prefer to ask “is there any critical issue if RAN2 didn’t introduce MAC CE based signaling?”.	Comment by CR_Rapp(HelkaLiina): Yes but also new RRC parameter might be needed thus that should be asked as well. One option is Ran2 does nothing and only works on based on information receuived
Question 2:
Whether Is RRC configuration of ULDL or joint TCI state via RRC signalling is sufficient to address use of unified TCI state with SRS resourcesthose potential cases? That is, if RAN2 to adds only RRC parameter to configure UL or DLJoint TCI state for SRS Resource, is that sufficient?. 	Comment by Henttonen, Tero (Nokia - FI/Espoo): Typo, should be UL (as also already corrected in R2-2205497) - SRS can only follow TCI state that has UL component (i.e. UL or joint).
Question 3:
If answer to Q2 is "no"t and MAC CE based solution is necessary for unified TCI states to work with SRS resource( set)s, please respond to below set of questions. Note that in order to have specification support for MAC operation the response needs to be detailed and clear enough for RAN2 to specify the needed support in RAN2#118. Hence the response is needed before second week of RAN2#118.	Comment by vivo-Chenli: It could be removed, as we already mentioned above?
In our understanding, all these three questions should be replied before 2nd meeting week, but not just this one. 
1) What information is should be included for all the fields in the MAC CE (please indicate each parameter that should be included in MAC CE assuming a new MAC CE is designed from scratch).  
2) How can is such a MAC CE indication be used? Is it one-shot configuration (as same as unified TCI state update MAC CE), or is it required to define activation/deactivation of concerned SRS resource with the associated TCI state (as same as SP SRS Activation/Deactivation MAC CE or enhanced SP/AP SRS Spatial Relation Indication MAC CE), or something else ?	Comment by OPPO(Zhongda): Not sure about the intention of this question. If not get clarification, I will remove it in last version.
3) Does the MAC CE apply Is it for one serving cell, or should we also apply according to the simultaneous TCI state update list(s) simultaneousSpatial-UpdatedList that are configured for unified TCI state if the list is configured? 
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