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1 Introduction
In RAN1#104bis-e meeting [1], most of baseline assumptions on XR traffic model have been agreed. There are still some remaining issues on optional assumptions. In this contribution, we provide our opinions on the remaining issues of XR traffic model. 
2 Discussion
In RAN1#104bis-e meeting, a single stream per UE has been agreed as the baseline for DL evaluation. Three options of two stream models, i.e. I-frame+P-frame, video+ audio/data, FOV+ omnidirectional stream, have been agreed to be optionally evaluated for DL.
Whether and how to evaluate single eye and dual eye buffer

The frames for left eye buffer and right eye buffer can be generated simultaneously or alternatively [2]. If interleaved packet generation is assumed, it would be helpful to model frames for two eyes as two independent video streams, as the delay of frames for each eye needs to be calculated separately. Otherwise, a single DL video stream including frames for both eyes would be enough. If interleaved eye buffer model is considered, the average data rate of each eye buffer video stream should be half of that of a single DL video stream.

In SA4 LS [3] [4], V-trace files for left eye and right eye are given separately. In addition, SA4 agreed that the information on associated eye buffer can be used by RAN1 evaluation as an enhancement. Both interleaved eye buffer model and simultaneous eye buffer model can thus be supported. Considering that simultaneous eye buffer model is more popularly used, introduces less evaluation complexity, and propose more stringent requirements for RAN delivery, interleaved eye buffer can be optionally considered. Therefore, we propose:

Proposal 1: For XR DL evaluation, interleaved eye buffer model can be optionally considered.

Different values of (X, PDB) for I-frame and P-frame 
SA4 LS [4] has informed RAN1 that the information on whether a data packet is for I-frame or P-frame is not available for RAN delivery. However, SA4 agreed that RAN1 evaluation can assume these information to be available as an enhancement. In addition, from SA4 LS, SA4 has made the following agreements:
Agreement 3: It is agreed

· that SA4 develops statistical models based on traces

· that RAN1 may develop statistical models based on traces

· that RAN1 may ask SA4 to provide statistical models for specific setups and parameters, if needed, for example

· Statistical models for packets associated to I-frames and P-frames

· Statistical models for slices and video frames

· Statistical models for different importance settings

Since SA4 is the expert on data traffic model issue, it may be a safer way to ask SA4 to provide the suitable (X, PDB) values and statistical models for packets associated to I-frames and P-frames.
Proposal 2: Send LS to SA4 to ask (X, PDB) requirement and statistical models for packets associated to I-frames and P-frames
3 Conclusion

In this contribution, the remaining issues on XR traffic model are discussed. Our proposals are summarized as below:
Proposal 1: For XR DL evaluation, interleaved eye buffer model can be optionally considered.

Proposal 2: Send LS to SA4 to ask (X, PDB) requirement and statistical models for packets associated to I-frames and P-frames
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