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[bookmark: _Ref488331639][bookmark: OLE_LINK103]Introduction
[bookmark: OLE_LINK108][bookmark: OLE_LINK8][bookmark: _Ref178064866]This report provides a summary for the following post-meeting email discussion:
[POST129bis][020][AI Mob] Sim. Results figures (Mediatek)
	Intended outcome: email discussion to gather specific comments related to result illustration
	Deadline: long
The deadline for providing comments is May 2nd, 2025, at 10:00 UTC. This will allow the rapporteur sufficient time to modify the figures based on the companies' comments and suggestions.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK102][bookmark: OLE_LINK133]Discussion
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK129][bookmark: OLE_LINK2][bookmark: OLE_LINK132][bookmark: OLE_LINK163][bookmark: OLE_LINK171][bookmark: OLE_LINK166][bookmark: OLE_LINK173][bookmark: OLE_LINK196]Merge Sub-use Cases in the Graphic Illustration
Given that sub-use case is a significant setting in the evaluation of AI MOB, we initially attempted to plot separate CDF graphs for each sub-use case in temporal case B, inter-frequency, and temporal case A, as shown in Figure 1. However, we found that for sub-use cases 1 and 3, the limited quantity of results led to numerous group settings for which only one company has provided data. Consequently, this precludes the generation of CDF curves for these settings. Therefore, we have consolidated the results from all sub-cases to generate comprehensive CDF curves that represent the overall outcomes.
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Figure 1(a). CDF of Optimal Average L3 cell RSRP difference for sub-use case 1 and 3 in Temporal case B 
[image: ]	[image: ]
Figure 1(b). CDF of Optimal Average L3 cell RSRP difference for sub-use case 1 and 3 in Temporal case A 
Figure 1 Separate CDF curves for sub-use cases
[bookmark: OLE_LINK16]Q1: Companies are invited to provide feedback on the consolidation of results from all sub-cases to generate the CDF curves, as opposed to generating CDF curves for each sub-case individually. Please share any concerns or suggestions you may have regarding this approach. 
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Temporal Case B (Scenario 2)
RAN2 has agreed on the key parameters and settings for temporal case B, which include MRRT and UE speed. The UE speed is set to 30 km/h and 90 km/h, while MRRT is set to 50%, 66%, 80%, and 90%. Additionally, the filtering options with sliding and non-sliding are listed separately.
We have illustrated the CDF of key parameters and settings into two figures, as shown in Figure 2(a) and 2(b). Please note that only one company has provided results for MRRT=90%, making it difficult to discern a trend from the graph based on this single data point. Therefore, MRRT is set to 50%, 66%, and 80% in Figure 2 for graphic illustration. Since some companies have provided results for 60 km/h, to reflect the contributions of all companies, 60 km/h should also be considered when plotting the CDF curves. 

Figure 2(a). CDF of Optimal Average L3 cell RSRP difference for temporal case B with Sliding filtering

Figure 2(b). CDF of Optimal Average L3 cell RSRP difference for temporal case B with Non-sliding filtering
Figure 2 CDF of Optimal Average L3 cell RSRP difference for temporal case B
[bookmark: OLE_LINK18]Q2: Companies are invited to provide feedback on the graphic illustration for temporal case B, specifically Figure 2. Please share any comments or suggestions you may have.
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[bookmark: _Hlk189822568]
Inter-frequency (Scenario 3)
[bookmark: OLE_LINK15][bookmark: OLE_LINK29]For Inter-frequency, RAN2 agrees to use the cluster setting for graphic illustration. We plotted a comparison between clusters and cells extracted from the results of all companies in Figure 3. 

Figure 3. CDF of Optimal Average L3 cell RSRP difference for cluster vs cell
[bookmark: OLE_LINK19]Q3: Companies are invited to provide feedback on the graphic illustration for inter-frequency prediction, specifically Figure 3. Please share any comments or suggestions you may have.
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[bookmark: OLE_LINK25]Temporal Case A (Scenario 4)
RAN2 has agreed that for the graphic illustration of temporal case A, the key parameters are [OW:PW] or PW, and UE speed. We attempted both illustrations with [OW:PW] and PW, as shown in Figures 4 and 5.

Figure 4(a) [OW:PW] with Sliding

Figure 4(b) [OW:PW] with Non-sliding
Figure 4. CDF of Optimal Average L3 cell RSRP difference for temporal case A with [OW:PW]

Figure 5(a) PW with Sliding

Figure 5(b) PW with Non-sliding
Figure 5. CDF of Optimal Average L3 cell RSRP difference for temporal case A with PW
Upon comparing the two plotting methods, OW:PW and PW, we found that in the OW:PW method, the value of OW:PW does not correspond to a unique pair of OW and PW values. For example, both OW=PW=40ms and OW=PW=1600ms would be counted as OW:PW=1. This leads to an exceptionally wide range of results for OW:PW=1 in the final analysis, resulting in poor comparability and making it difficult to observe the impact trend of OW:PW on the results. Therefore, we suggest considering the impact of the key parameter PW on the results when plotting for temporal case A.
Q4: Companies are invited to provide feedback on the graphic illustration for temporal case A, specifically Figure 5. Please share any comments or suggestions you may have.
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Generalization
The generalization study cases with Configuration #A and Configuration #B including studies over UE speeds, and two sets of parameters (ISD, BS antenna height, BS Tx power) for cell configuration, represented by Configuration#1 and Configuration#2. For generalization, there is no need to duplicate all CDF curves of all key parameter settings for baseline, CG1 and CG2. We can fix one set of key parameters to illustrate the performance of baseline, CG1 and CG2 for UE speed and cell configuration. The fix set of key parameters is the one which most companies provide simulation results. 
 Generalization for Temporal Case B (Scenario 2)
We choose the most common setting provided by companies that MRRT is set to 50%. Generalization on different UE speed (30/60/90 km/h). We can observe that, from Figure 6(a), the CDF curves are consistent at different speeds, which indicates that AI generalizes well at different speeds and that is consistent with the current agreement. For Figure 6(b), when MRRT is set to 50%, baseline UE speed=30km/h, Configuration #A is Configuration#1 and Configuration #B is Configuration#2, generalization on different cell configuration. We can observe that, the curves are consistent at different cell configurations, which indicates that AI generalizes well at different cell configurations and that is consistent with the current agreement.

Figure 6(a) Generalization on UE speed

Figure 6(b) Generalization on cell configuration
Figure 6 CDF of Optimal Average L3 cell RSRP difference for temporal case B generalization performance 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK20]Q5: Companies are invited to provide feedback on the graphic illustration for the generalization of temporal case B (Scenario 2), specifically Figure 6. Please share any comments or suggestions you may have.
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 Generalization for Inter-frequency (Scenario 3)
Inter-frequency generalization graphic illustration with Configuration #A is “4GHz=>2GHz ”, and Configuration #B is “2GHz=>4GHz ”, we plot the CDF curves of baseline, GC1 and GC2. We can observe that generalization using GC#2 always outperform that of GC#1 and the GC#1 case without any preprocessing based on the information of predicted frequency suffers from significant performance loss, which is consistent with the current agreement.

Figure 7 CDF of Optimal Average L3 cell RSRP difference for Inter-frequency generalization performance 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK21]Q6: Companies are invited to provide feedback on the graphic illustration for the generalization of inter-frequency (Scenario 3), specifically Figure 7. Please share any comments or suggestions you may have.
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 Generalization for Temporal Case A (Scenario 4)
When PW is set to 400ms, we can observe that, the curves are consistent at different speeds, which indicates that AI generalizes well at different speeds, which is consistent with the current agreement. In the context of evaluating generalization performance across different cell configurations, the analysis is currently constrained by data from only two companies. This limitation affects the ability to visualize the performance metrics. 

Figure 8 CDF of Optimal Average L3 cell RSRP difference for Temporal case A generalization performance (PW=400ms)
[bookmark: OLE_LINK22]Q7: Companies are invited to provide feedback on the graphic illustration for the generalization of temporal case A (Scenario 4), specifically Figure 8. Please share any comments or suggestions you may have.
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Measurement Event Prediction
 Temporal Case B (Indirect)
The UE speed is set to 30 km/h and 90 km/h, while MRRT is set to 50%, 66%, 80%. Graphic illustrations on the performance metrics of F1 score is provided. 

Figure 9 CDF of F1 score for indirect event prediction temporal case B
Only two companies have provided comparisons between the baseline and HO modeling option3, which limits the data available for analysis. As a result, creating graphical illustrations of system performance can’t provide meaningful insight. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK23]Q8: Companies are invited to provide feedback on the graphic illustration of the F1 score for indirect event prediction in temporal case B, specifically Figure 9. Please share any comments or suggestions you may have.
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 Temporal Case A (Indirect)
Considering intermediate KPIs, we choose the most common setting that PW=320ms with sliding filtering the results include UE speed=60km/h, 90km/h and 120km/h. Graphic illustration on F1 score is as following:

Figure 10 CDF of F1 score for indirect event prediction temporal case A
[bookmark: OLE_LINK24]Q9: Companies are invited to provide feedback on the graphic illustration of the F1 score for indirect event prediction in temporal case A, specifically Figure 10. Please share any comments or suggestions you may have.
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For system performance, we choose the most common setting that PW=320ms, UE speed=90km/h with sliding filtering option, we can observe that for Option 1 and Option 2 outperform legacy solutions in terms of HO failure number per UE per second and HOF rate, which is align with our current observation.


Figure 11(a) CDF of HOF rate for Indirect event prediction temporal case A

Figure 11(a) CDF of HOF number per UE per second for Indirect event prediction temporal case A
Figure 11 System level performance for indirect event prediction temporal case A
[bookmark: OLE_LINK26]Q10: Companies are invited to provide feedback on the graphic illustration of system performance for indirect event prediction in case A, specifically Figure 11. Please share any comments or suggestions you may have.
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[bookmark: OLE_LINK134]Conclusion

[bookmark: OLE_LINK135][bookmark: OLE_LINK110]Reference
[bookmark: OLE_LINK93][1] R2_129b_ChairNotes_25-04-11_16-45 final
CDF of Average L3 cell RSRP Diff for Temporal Case B with Sliding
MRRT 50%, Speed 30km/h, Sliding	0	6.4000000000000001E-2	0.1	0.1	0.11700000000000001	0.26400000000000001	0.57740000000000002	0.65800000000000003	0	0.14285714285714285	0.2857142857142857	0.42857142857142855	0.5714285714285714	0.7142857142857143	0.8571428571428571	1	MRRT 50%, Speed 60km/h, Sliding	0	0.16	0.311	0.64900000000000002	0.94220000000000004	0	0.25	0.5	0.75	1	MRRT 50%, Speed 90km/h, Sliding	0	0.08	0.23100000000000001	0.44900000000000001	0.66500000000000004	1.2138	0	0.2	0.4	0.6	0.8	1	MRRT 66%, Speed 30km/h, Sliding	0	0.14499999999999999	0.376	1.202	0	0.33333333333333331	0.66666666666666663	1	MRRT 66%, Speed 60km/h, Sliding	0	0.496	1.119	0	0.5	1	MRRT 66%, Speed 90km/h, Sliding	0	0.70699999999999996	1.1870000000000001	0	0.5	1	MRRT 80%, Speed 30km/h, Sliding	0	0.23599999999999999	0.253	0.28100000000000003	0.65600000000000003	0	0.25	0.5	0.75	1	MRRT 80%, Speed 60km/h, Sliding	0	0.49399999999999999	0.871	0	0.5	1	MRRT 80%, Speed 90km/h, Sliding	0	0.38400000000000001	0.72	1.1020000000000001	0	0.33333333333333331	0.66666666666666663	1	Average L3 cell RSRP diff (dB)
Ratio of Total Number of Companies

CDF of Average L3 cell RSRP Diff for Temporal Case B with Non-sliding
MRRT 50%, Speed 30km/h, Non-sliding	0	1.49E-2	2.8000000000000001E-2	0.20799999999999999	0.26	0.33	0.44600000000000001	0.57999999999999996	0.84	0	0.125	0.25	0.375	0.5	0.625	0.75	0.875	1	MRRT 50%, Speed 60km/h, Non-sliding	0	3.4599999999999999E-2	4.4999999999999998E-2	0.315	0.51	0.60199999999999998	0.60199999999999998	0.67800000000000005	1.59	0	0.125	0.25	0.375	0.5	0.625	0.75	0.875	1	MRRT 50%, Speed 90km/h, Non-sliding	0	5.8999999999999997E-2	9.2799999999999994E-2	0.3	0.877	0.88100000000000001	0.90800000000000003	1.93	0	0.14285714285714285	0.2857142857142857	0.42857142857142855	0.5714285714285714	0.7142857142857143	0.8571428571428571	1	MRRT 66%, Speed 30km/h, Non-sliding	0	4.9000000000000002E-2	0.249	0.41	0.51200000000000001	1.86	0	0.2	0.4	0.6	0.8	1	MRRT 66%, Speed 60km/h, Non-sliding	0	8.4000000000000005E-2	0.35799999999999998	0.91700000000000004	2.92	0	0.25	0.5	0.75	1	MRRT 66%, Speed 90km/h, Non-sliding	0	6.4000000000000001E-2	1.3440000000000001	1.3440000000000001	3.68	0	0.25	0.5	0.75	1	MRRT 80%, Speed 30km/h, Non-sliding	0	0.104	1.2769999999999999	1.524	0	0.33333333333333331	0.66666666666666663	1	MRRT 80%, Speed 60km/h, Non-sliding	0	0.13900000000000001	1.486	2.601	0	0.33333333333333331	0.66666666666666663	1	MRRT 80%, Speed 90km/h, Non-sliding	0	0.16800000000000001	1.958	2.133	3.2170000000000001	0	0.25	0.5	0.75	1	Average L3 cell RSRP diff (dB)
Ratio of Total Number of Companies

CDF of Optimal Values (Cluster vs Cell) for Inter-frequency
Cluster	0	0.10681541087077701	0.1963	0.24	0.43	0.6	1.4	2.94	3.5	0	0.125	0.25	0.375	0.5	0.625	0.75	0.875	1	Cell	0	0.10681541087077701	0.23	0.28000000000000003	0.81799999999999995	0.99	2.29	3.61	4.28	0	0.125	0.25	0.375	0.5	0.625	0.75	0.875	1	L3 RSRP diff (dB)
Ratio of Total Number of Companies
CDF of Optimal results for Tempora Case A with Sliding
 OW/PW = 2, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0	5.5199999999999999E-2	0.43	0.74739999999999995	0.76	0	0.25	0.5	0.75	1	 OW/PW = 2, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	0	0.20519999999999999	0.67	0.86099999999999999	0.99980000000000002	0	0.25	0.5	0.75	1	 OW/PW = 1, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0	4.7199999999999999E-2	0.26	0.61	0.61899999999999999	0.65300000000000002	0.76170000000000004	0.81699999999999995	1.1459999999999999	1.28	0	0.1111111111111111	0.22222222222222221	0.33333333333333331	0.44444444444444442	0.55555555555555558	0.66666666666666663	0.77777777777777779	0.88888888888888884	1	 OW/PW = 1, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	0	0.193	0.71	0.72599999999999998	0.99629999999999996	0.997	1.0820000000000001	1.4219999999999999	1.7230000000000001	0	0.125	0.25	0.375	0.5	0.625	0.75	0.875	1	 OW/PW = 3, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0	0.40500000000000003	0.40500000000000003	0.64200000000000002	0.68899999999999995	0	0.25	0.5	0.75	1	 OW/PW = 3, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	0	0.63400000000000001	0.71199999999999997	0.81299999999999994	0	0.33333333333333331	0.66666666666666663	1	 OW/PW = 5, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0	0.217	0.61299999999999999	0.75129999999999997	0	0.33333333333333331	0.66666666666666663	1	 OW/PW = 5, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	0	0.26900000000000002	0.7	1.0143	0	0.33333333333333331	0.66666666666666663	1	 OW/PW = 0.25, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0.88	1	 OW/PW = 0.25, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	1.1299999999999999	1	 OW/PW = 4, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0	0.25	1.175	0	0.5	1	 OW/PW = 4, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	1.4450000000000001	1	 OW/PW = 2.5, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0.75260000000000005	1	 OW/PW = 2.5, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	1.0002	1	 OW/PW = 0.5, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0	0.19	1.1405000000000001	1.163	0	0.33333333333333331	0.66666666666666663	1	 OW/PW = 0.5, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	0	0.69769999999999999	1.369	1.5125	0	0.33333333333333331	0.66666666666666663	1	 OW/PW = 1.25, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	1.1164000000000001	1	 OW/PW = 1.25, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	1.4827999999999999	1	 OW/PW = 0.4, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	1.2988	1	 OW/PW = 0.4, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	1.7324999999999999	1	 OW/PW = 0.8, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	1.2685	1	 OW/PW = 0.8, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	1.7048000000000001	1	 OW/PW = 0.2, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	1.7949999999999999	1	 OW/PW = 0.2, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	2.4580000000000002	1	 OW/PW = 0.333333333333333, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	1.6060000000000001	1	 OW/PW = 0.333333333333333, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	2.012	1	Average L3 cell RSRP diff (dB)
Ratio of Total Number of Companies

CDF of Optimal results for Temporal Case A with Non-sliding
 OW/PW = 2, UE speed 60km/h, Non-sliding	0	1.21	1.74	0	0.5	1	 OW/PW = 2, UE speed 120km/h, Non-sliding	0	1.5	2.81	0	0.5	1	 OW/PW = 1, UE speed 60km/h, Non-sliding	0	1.7	1.93	2.0699999999999998	0	0.33333333333333331	0.66666666666666663	1	 OW/PW = 1, UE speed 120km/h, Non-sliding	0	2.1	3.45	0	0.5	1	 OW/PW = 3, UE speed 60km/h, Non-sliding	0	1.1200000000000001	1.75	0	0.5	1	 OW/PW = 3, UE speed 120km/h, Non-sliding	2.79	1	 OW/PW = 0.25, UE speed 60km/h, Non-sliding	5.16	1	 OW/PW = 4, UE speed 60km/h, Non-sliding	1.23	1	 OW/PW = 0.5, UE speed 60km/h, Non-sliding	2.58	1	Average L3 cell RSRP diff (dB)
Ratio of Total Number of Companies

CDF of Average L3 cell RSRP Diff for Temporal Case A with Sliding
PW 40ms, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0.74739999999999995	1	PW 40ms, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	0.99629999999999996	1	PW 80ms, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0	0.217	0.40500000000000003	0.40500000000000003	0.68899999999999995	1.0427	0	0.2	0.4	0.6	0.8	1	PW 80ms, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	0	0.26900000000000002	0.63400000000000001	0.67	0.81299999999999994	1.4098999999999999	0	0.2	0.4	0.6	0.8	1	PW 100ms, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	1.1484000000000001	1	PW 100ms, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	1.5727	1	PW 160ms, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0	0.25	0.61299999999999999	0.61899999999999999	1.08	0	0.25	0.5	0.75	1	PW 160ms, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	0	0.7	1.0820000000000001	1.306	0	0.33333333333333331	0.66666666666666663	1	PW 200ms, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0	0.26	1.5305	0	0.5	1	PW 200ms, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	0	0.71	2.1661000000000001	0	0.5	1	PW 240ms, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0.77400000000000002	1	PW 320ms, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0	0.74099999999999999	1.163	0	0.5	1	PW 320ms, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	0	0.82499999999999996	1.369	0	0.5	1	PW 400ms, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0	4.7199999999999999E-2	0.61	0.74	0.76100000000000001	1.1459999999999999	1.175	0	0.16666666666666666	0.33333333333333331	0.5	0.66666666666666663	0.83333333333333337	1	PW 400ms, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	0	0.193	0.86	0.97599999999999998	1.4450000000000001	1.7230000000000001	0	0.2	0.4	0.6	0.8	1	PW 480ms, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	1.6060000000000001	1	PW 480ms, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	2.012	1	PW 640ms, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0.88	1	PW 640ms, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	1.1299999999999999	1	PW 800ms, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	0.1729	1	PW 800ms, UE speed 120km/h, Sliding	0.59260000000000002	1	PW 1600ms, UE speed 60km/h, Sliding	2.08	1	Average L3 cell RSRP diff (dB)
Ratio of Total Number of Companies

CDF of Average L3 cell RSRP Diff for Temporal Case A with Non-sliding
PW 400ms, UE speed 60km/h, Non-sliding	0	1.1200000000000001	1.74	0	0.5	1	PW 400ms, UE speed 120km/h, Non-sliding	0	1.5	2.79	0	0.5	1	PW 800ms, UE speed 60km/h, Non-sliding	0	1.93	3.21	0	0.5	1	PW 800ms, UE speed 120km/h, Non-sliding	5.16	1	PW 1200ms, UE speed 60km/h, Non-sliding	4.3099999999999996	1	PW 1200ms, UE speed 120km/h, Non-sliding	6.33	1	PW 1600ms, UE speed 60km/h, Non-sliding	0	2.58	5.16	0	0.5	1	PW 2000ms, UE speed 60km/h, Non-sliding	1.7	1	PW 2000ms, UE speed 120km/h, Non-sliding	2.1	1	Average L3 cell RSRP diff (dB)
Ratio of Total Number of Companies

CDF of Average L3 cell RSRP Diff for Generalization Temporal Case B for speed
baseline:30km/h	0	5.8999999999999997E-2	9.0899999999999995E-2	0.14299999999999999	0.65800000000000003	0	0.25	0.5	0.75	1	GC#1_1:60km/h	0	5.8000000000000003E-2	0.1004	0.11	0.72199999999999998	0	0.25	0.5	0.75	1	GC#1_2:90km/h	0	5.8000000000000003E-2	0.106	0.12239999999999999	0.70899999999999996	0	0.25	0.5	0.75	1	GC#2	0	5.7000000000000002E-2	9.7900000000000001E-2	0.10299999999999999	0.70799999999999996	0	0.25	0.5	0.75	1	Average L3 cell RSRP diff (dB)
Ratio of Total Number of Companies

CDF of Average L3 cell RSRP Diff for Generalization Temporal Case B for cell configuration
baseline	0	0.06	0.47	0	0.5	1	GC#1	0	7.0000000000000007E-2	0.48	0	0.5	1	GC#2	0	6.8000000000000005E-2	0.47	0	0.5	1	Average L3 cell RSRP diff (dB)
Ratio of Total Number of Companies
CDF of Average L3 cell RSRP Diff for Generalization Inter-frequency for frequency combination
baseline	0	0.12151091080957201	1.589	0	0.5	1	GC#1	0	1.6895	11.92	16.959681615678001	0	0.33333333333333331	0.66666666666666663	1	GC#2	0	1.93251894908486	2.61	0	0.5	1	Average L3 cell RSRP diff (dB)
Ratio of Total Number of Companies
CDF of Average L3 cell RSRP Diff for Generalization temporal case A for speed
baseline:60km/h	0	0.33	0.87	0	0.5	1	GC#1_1:90km/h	0	0.35110000000000002	0.88500000000000001	0	0.5	1	GC#1_2:120km/h	0	0.38229999999999997	0.90100000000000002	0	0.5	1	GC#2	0	0.34849999999999998	0.80600000000000005	0	0.5	1	Average L3 cell RSRP diff (dB)
Ratio of Total Number of Companies
CDF of F1 score for Indirect Event Prediction Temporal Case B
MRRT 50%, Speed 30km/h, Sliding	0	0.68	0.72	0.88	0.95648719289074757	0	0.25	0.5	0.75	1	MRRT 50%, Speed 60km/h, Sliding	0	0.72	0.9147540983606558	0	0.5	1	MRRT 50%, Speed 90km/h, Sliding	0	0.69	0.73699999999999999	0.83	0	0.33333333333333331	0.66666666666666663	1	F1 score
Ratio of total number of companies

CDF of F1 score for Indirect Event Prediction Temporal Case A
PW 320ms, Speed 60km/h, Sliding	0	0.92	0.98299999999999998	0	0.5	1	PW 320ms, Speed 90km/h, Sliding	0	0.91	0.98	0.98199999999999998	0	0.33333333333333331	0.66666666666666663	1	PW 320ms, Speed 120km/h, Sliding	0	0.91	0.98699999999999999	0	0.5	1	F1 score
Ratio of total number of companies

CDF of HOF rate for Indirect Event Prediction Temporal Case A
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