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1 Introduction
In the previous RAN1 meeting, the evaluation assumption on sidelink power saving has been discussed. Agreements on power consumption models, deployment scenario, traffic models, channel models, and performance metrics have been made. However, there are still some remaining issues on evaluation of pubic safety and commercial use cases. In this contribution, our views on these remaining issues are provided.

2 Discussion
2.1 Deployment scenario for commercial use case
In RAN1#103e, the following agreement has been made for public safety use case evaluation [1]:
Agreements:

· For public safety use case, at least following layout option is supported:

· Option 5 of TR 36.843: Urban macro (1732m ISD) 

· UE dropping as in Table A.2.1.1-1

· All UEs are outdoors UEs 

· Mix of outdoor and indoor UEs

However, the deployment layout for commercial use cases are still open. 
Different from V2x and public safety, indoor scenario is very important for commercial use cases, such as in office, home or shopping mall. It would be necessary to consider indoor UEs for commercial use case evaluation. In addition, compared with public safety, normally denser deployment are assumed for commercial use cases. Therefore, we propose:
Proposal 1: For commercial use case evaluation, Urban macro (500m ISD) with mix of indoor and outdoor UE dropping are assumed.
2.2 Traffic model for public safety and commercial use case
In RAN1#103e, the following agreements are made for commercial use case evaluation [1]:

Agreements:

· For commercial use case, at least following option is supported for traffic model:

· Option 7: Periodic traffic model 3 specified in TR 37.885

However, supporting only periodic traffic for commercial use cases may not be sufficient. For many commercial use cases including local information sharing, iinteractive gaming, etc., aperiodic or busty traffic is more typical. In TR 38.840, FTP model 3 with 0.5Mbyte payload and mean inter-arrival time of 200 milliseconds are at least assumed for system level simulation. Therefore, we propose:
Proposal 2: For commercial use case, FTP model 3 with packet size of 0.5Mbytes and mean inter-arrival time of 200ms is also supported.
For public safety, VoIP may be one of the most important service to be evaluated. Therefore, we propose:
Propose 3: For public safety use case, VoIP traffic model is supported. 

3 Conclusion
In this contribution, we discuss the remaining issues of sidelink evaluation methodology for power saving. Based on the discussion, our views are summarized as follows
Proposal 1: For commercial use case evaluation, Urban macro (500m ISD) with mix of indoor and outdoor UE dropping are assumed.
Proposal 2: For commercial use case, FTP model 3 with packet size of 0.5Mbytes and mean inter-arrival time of 200ms is also supported:

Propose 3: For public safety use case, VoIP traffic model is supported. 
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