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This feature lead summary document captures the issues related to UL time and frequency synchronization in NR NTN. It contains a summary of the contributions under 8.4.2 at TSG-RAN WG1 #105-e. together with identified key open issues and recommends topics/questions to be handled via email discussions. The goal of this document is also to provide recommendation on prioritization of discussion and whether any issues should be postponed.
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[bookmark: _Toc73044279]Issue#1: Feeder link timing drift handling
The Timing Advance to be applied by an NR NTN UE in the different RRC sates was discussed in RAN1 Meeting #104-bis-e and the following formula was agreed: 

 is network-controlled common TA, and may include any timing offset considered necessary by the network.  with value of 0 is supported. details of signalling including granularity is still FFS.

The indication of common TA has been agreed in RAN1#104b-e, while the common TA drift rate is still under discussion. A major issue that is still open and needs to be addressed before to solve/remove this FFS is the handling of the feeder link timing drift.
w.r.t Feeder link time compensation at UE, there are two aimed objectives that could be considered:
	Objective (a)

	· Feeder link timing compensation at UE to reduce the amount of buffering at gateway or gNB due to DL and UL misalignment
· Coarse granularity of Common TA is sufficient

	Objective (b)
	· Feeder link “real-time” timing compensation at UE to ensure aligned DL and UL symbol level processing (FFT and IFFT window) at RU/gNB
· Finer granularity of Common TA is required
· But gNB can compensate in a semi-static way part of feeder link RTD to mitigate/reduce the large timing offset between the DL and UL frame timing at the UE side (as per objective (d))



w.r.t Feeder link time compensation at Network, there are also two aimed objectives that could considered:
	Objective (c)

	· Feeder link timing drift is compensated by the Network
· Network compensates time-varying RTD on feeder link 
· But UE can compensate in a semi-static  way part of feeder link RTD to ease network implementation (as per objective (a))

	Objective (d)
	· The network compensates part of feeder link propagation delay to mitigate/reduce the large timing offset between the DL and UL frame timing at the UE side when reference point (RP) for uplink time synchronization is at the gNB
· Compensated timing drift at the gNB is constant within a period of time instead of time-variant feeder link RTD to resolve the implementation complexities at the gNB



Therefore, there are two potential solutions for Issue#1:
Solution #1: Feeder link timing drift is compensated by UE using indicated/broadcast Common TA parameters.
With Solution#1 UE compensates the timing drift on the feeder link with GOOD accuracy to ensure aligned DL and UL symbol level processing (FFT and IFFT window) at Radio Unit(RU)/gNB → Objective (b).
The network may compensate part of feeder link propagation delay → Objective (d).
The handling of Feeder link TA drift at UE side is shown is Figure 1 below:
[image: ]
Figure 1 Solution#1: Feeder link TA drift handled by UE

Solution #2: Feeder link timing drift is compensated by the Network in a way transparent to UE.
With Solution#2 Network compensates the timing drift on the feeder link with GOOD accuracy to ensure aligned DL and UL symbol level processing (FFT and IFFT window) at Radio Unit(RU)/gNB → Objective (c).
The UE may compensate part of feeder link propagation delay → Objective (a).
The handling of Feeder link TA drift at Network side is shown is Figure 2 below:
[image: ]
Figure 2 Solution#2: Feeder link TA drift handled by Network

Proposals related to this issue are summarized in the following table:
	Companies
	Proposals

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 1: The delay compensated by the gNB should consider the gNB implementation complexity.
Proposal 2: The common TA is determined as the RTD from the reference point to the satellite, i.e. by subtracting the delay compensated at the gNB from the feeder link RTD.
Proposal 3:  can be a positive or negative value to support the corresponding reference point at both service link and feeder link.

	PANASONIC 
	Proposal 2: The common TA value NTA,common is always indicated in SIB. 
· FFS: the value range of NTA,common
Proposal 3: We propose to allow for a non-zero DL-UL timing difference managed by the network.
· FFS: The need and feasibility of a common timing drift rate to accurately compensate the feeder link delay including feeder link switch operation.

	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Observation 1: Compensation of feeder link timing drift and Doppler by UE can impose significant implementation complexity and its feasibility is highly questionable. It is more efficient to have network compensate feeder link timing drift and Doppler in a way transparent to UE.

	OPPO
	Proposal 2: Further study the acceptable SIB reading frequency for a UE. Whether reading SIB information every 3 seconds is acceptable when only  NTA,common,drift,rate is broadcasted.

	Ericsson
	Proposal 4	The reference point for time and frequency in an NTN should be under control of the network and should at least support the option of having gNB as the reference point.

	ZTE
	Observation 1: The time-variant behavior of TA is preferred to be handled by UE instead of gNB or gateway.

	Xiaomi
	Proposal 2: When the common TA is not broadcasted by network, the UE should assume that    .



[bookmark: _Toc73044280]Company views 
On Issue#1, it seems that the common view shared by the majority of companies is that the UE shall compensate feeder link timing drift using Common TA parameters indicated by the Network. 
But, in its contribution to RAN1#104-bis-e and RAN1#105-e [Qualcomm] rightly observed that compensation of feeder link timing drift by UE can impose significant implementation complexity and its feasibility is highly questionable. It is more efficient to have network compensate feeder link timing drift in a way transparent to UE. The reasons given by [Qualcomm] are the followings:
· Having a UE to compensate feeder link timing drift doubles the maximal TA adjustment rate (both service link and the feeder link) at the UE and imposes additional complexity of UE implementation.
· Impacts of UE compensation of feeder link timing drift on receiver performance should also be examined:
	[[8]R1-2104668]: Existing UL timing requirements depending on subcarrier spacing (SCS) are less than 20% of CP duration. To ensure satisfactory performance, timing error requirement needs to consider EVM window, typically 50% of CP duration, and channel delay spread. For NTN, some relaxation on UL timing error requirement can be considered thanks to the smaller channel delay spread in NTN. Several timing error sources in NTN and associated maximal error are listed below:
1. Feeder link RTD with 30s update periodicity and signaling of second-order derivative: about 1 s  [R1-2102752- MTK][ R1-2102360- Thales]
2. Ephemeris with 60s update periodicity: about 0.12 s [R1-2100595- MTK]
3. UE GNSS error at 100m: 0. 3s (100m is the legacy requirement on GNSS accuracy) 
4. Satellite GNSS error at x meter: about 4x/3e8 second
5. DL synchronization error and clock drift/jitter

Note that all the above errors can be additive and the aggregated error can be the sum of the above. It can be seen that even with a 30s update periodicity, feeder link timing error dominates among the first three error terms and is alone far larger than existing total UL timing error requirement with 15 kHz SCS (0.39 s). It is also clear from [R1-2102752- MTK] and [R1-2102360- Thales] that an update periodicity of less than 5 seconds is needed even assuming feeder link timing error is the only UL timing error. From the above, compensation of feeder link timing drift by UE for objective B can have significant impact on receiver performance and its feasibility is highly questionable. 



On the other hand, [Ericsson] observed that using satellite as reference for time and frequency requirements severely affects compatibility with existing Rel-16 gNB. 
And according to [ZTE] in LEO cases, the variation of propagation timing for feeder link will lead to time-variant common TA and the common TA drift rate can be up to 45.4 us/s for GW at 10 degree elevation angle. In this case, if such kind of variation over time is handled by gNB or gateway, additional complexity and degradation on the performance is expected. [ZTE] observed that the time-variant behaviour of TA is preferred to be handled by UE instead of gNB or gateway. 
[Huawei] proposed that the delay compensated by the gNB should consider the gNB implementation complexity.
From [Moderator’s perspective] in view of the current situation, we have to rethink Feeder link time compensation design. The group needs to discuss the feasibility of both solution#1 and #2 and make a reasonable technical trade-off between both solutions to move forward. We can continue to investigate the viability of solution#1 by considering the different drawbacks raised by [Qualcomm] but solution#2 should be also studied and challenged as a potential way forward. In moderator’s view whatever the adopted solution is, the existing Rel-16 gNB and Radio unit (RU) need to be enhanced to support NTN and both solution#1 and #2 will affect compatibility with existing Rel-16 gNB.
In view of  the above discussion, the following Initial Proposal is made:

Initial Proposal 1:
RAN1 to discuss the feasibility of each of the following two options:
· Option 1: Feeder link timing drift is compensated by UE using Common TA parameters
· Option 2: Feeder link timing drift is compensated by the Network in a way transparent to UE

Companies are encouraged to provide inputs within the following table – please elaborate:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Option 1 applies to Reference point for DL-UL subframe timing alignment at the gNB. This requires at least 2nd order derivation for common TA for viability of solution, and preferable 3rd order derivatives for the common TA over the feeder link. Otherwise the device will need to read the common TA on SIB every time it is broadcast – e.g. every second.
Option 2 applies to Reference point for DL-UL subframe timing alignment at the satellite. Impact on gNB implementation could be further discussed.

	Intel
	In our view both options are feasible to implement. The question is which one has smaller impact on the UE/gNB. 
In our understanding timing pre-compensation for UL was never considered at the gNB side, while it was always supported at the UE side. What UE needs to do is just receive the broadcast information with common TA configuration and continuously update the common TA value. So, in our view Option 1 has minor impact on the UE.
Regarding the argument of the accuracy for TA at the UE, in our understanding UE should be able to set accurate TA and it does not matter if there is one contributor to the TA or it is a sum of several values.
Since Option 2 has almost 0 impact on the spec, we support both option 1 and option 2.

	OPPO
	Option 2 does not have spec impact. Thus, if the spec needs to support option 1, we suggest that we focus on the concrete design of option 1 rather than spending more time on feasibility of option 2. 

	Samsung
	With the agreement to introduce N_{TA, common}, Option 2 is now supported.
For Option 1, there may be some error between the exact feeder link delay and the common TA value that a UE applies based on the gNB indication. That error can be managed by the gNB. 

	Xiaomi
	We prefer option 2. The signaling overhead is large, if option 2 is used. Meanwhile tracking time drift of feeder link in the UE side is difficult, especially in the LEO-600 scenario.    

	LG
	We slightly prefer to support option 2. Instead, it may be desirable for network to provide the common TA in series as time changes, so that the UE can know the accurate common TA value.  
Therefore, modified Option 2 as follows can be also considered:
•	Modified Option 2: Feeder link timing drift is compensated by the Network in a way transparent to UE, and network can provide series of Common TA to maintain its accuracy.

	CMCC
	Option 2 has almost 0 impact on the spec. If it is feasible, we can support it.
Nevertheless, the major vendors (e.g., Huawei, ZTE, Ericsson) seems to have concern on the feasibility of Option 2, which may significantly increase the gNB implementation complexity. If only few vendors can support one solution, we need to seek for another reliable solution which can be implemented by most vendors.
Thus, according to the current progress, at least Option 1 should be supported.
As a compromise, Options 1 and Options 2 can be both supported, it would be at the discretion of the network operator.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	We strongly support Option 1, where the UE is able to compensate the feeder link timing drift using ephemeris data and Common TA parameters. The Reference Point location can be easily indicated to the UE by the Common TA value. Option 2 would create significant complexity to the gNB or the satellite subsystem, as these would need to deal with a time-varying feeder link delay and compensate this to avoid a misalignment of DL and UL signals; this would require to significantly change legacy gNB implementations. 

	ZTE
	We should stick to support on the Option-1 to enable the deployment that taking the RP at BS side. It was aligned with previous compromise and discussion. Taking the tracking of time drift by gNB will significant complicate the implementation of gNB since the variation is much larger and more server than legacy TN system.  According to our contribution, it’s clear that with proper parameters design, the sufficient accuracy can be achieved with indication of parameters. And this mechanisms is also aligned with previous UE’s behavior for TA adjustment.

	Panasonic
	We prefer Option 2 with the understanding that also in this case a common TA is employed. However, misaligned UL/DL frame timing is permissible and managed by the network. 
On the other hand, Option 1 implies the need for tight and accurate synchronization in order to achieve rigid UL/DL frame timing at the reference point. To achieve sufficient accuracy, it requires at least a first order approximation of the feeder link delay, which increases the overhead and forces the UE to read the SIB frequently. Another aspect is feeder-link switching which becomes increasingly complex for the system the more parameters the UE needs to handle.

	Apple
	We tend to agree with Option 2. With common TA broadcast, the major gNB buffer issue is addressed. However, solving all timing errors for UL/DL synchronization at gNB seems not easily achievable. Hence, we think the feeder link timing drift can be compensated by network. This also has the less specification impact and less signaling overhead. 

	Fraunhofer IIS,
Fraunhofer HHI
	We are supportive of option 1. In our contribution, we showed that sufficient accuracy (less than 10% of CP duration) can be achieved by providing assistance information to the UE for calculation of the feeder link timing drift.

	Ericsson
	We support option 1.
We disagree with the claim regarding Option 1 that “its feasibility is highly questionable”. No evidence for this has been presented. On the contrary, it has e.g. been shown by MediaTek in R1-2105952 that using a linear drift rate, 2nd order and possibly 3rd order terms, it is feasible to e.g. predict the feeder link delay with an error of 0.03µs more than 10 s (2nd order approximation) or 27 s (3rd order approximation) ahead. Therefore, the NTN network can ensure that the contribution of the feeder link RTT to the total Rx timing offset at the UL receiver is insignificant.
It is unclear if option 2 corresponds to Objective A described above (slot-level time alignment at gNB receiver) or to a solution where the entire feeder link RTT would be compensated by the network (i.e., reference point at the satellite). But regardless of this, we strongly oppose option 2 since it would impose a large and time-varying time misalignment between UL and DL that will have significant impact to gNB implementation. A large time misalignment in the order of several slots implies that large buffering will be needed in the gNB and complicates scheduling. Even if this misalignment is roughly pre-compensated with a common TA of slot granularity (Objective A), a residual time misalignment that is time-varying and up to one slot length would be left. This will have negative impact on the complexity and performance of the gNB receiver.
Further, a coarse granularity of Common TA (Objective A above) will create disruptive changes to the TA that will have significant negative impact to the system. Each time the common TA is increased by a slot length, the transmission time of two UL slots n and n+1 will coincide. To avoid this collision, it is necessary to create gaps in the UL scheduling for all UE each time the common TA is increased. When the common TA is decreased by one slot length, a gap in the physical UL transmission will occur that cannot be used for anything. So, the coarse common TA updates waste UL resources and complicates scheduling. This is illustrated in the figure below.
[image: Diagram
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Assuming a feeder link RTT drift rate of up to 50 µs/s, there will be a common TA update up to every 20 seconds for SCS=15 kHz and every 1.25 seconds for SCS=240 kHz. (On a side note, this also implies that signaling a drift rate is necessary even with Objective A, to avoid SIB reading up to every 1.25 seconds.)
Critical UL resources such as PRACH slots may be lost (for all UE) due to the skipped UL slots. Also, the number of transmitted slots during slot aggregation can be less than intended.
To avoid these scheduling gaps and wasted UL resources, the applied TA should always be incremented/decremented in small steps (in the order of a few Ts time units, as for legacy UE), regardless of the granularity of the common TA signaling. As a consequence, TA drift rate will be the same even if the granularity of the common TA signaling is coarse. Therefore, the claimed UE implementation complexity due to the large TA drift might be similar for both options.

	Sony
	We should focus on option 1 which reference point is not at satellite case. This option needs to consider how UE updates the common TA accurately and has spec impact.
For option 2, we think there is almost no spec impact because of gNB implementation issue.

	Lenovo/MM
	We think option 1 should at least be supported considering the buffer and tracking complexity at gNB side. Regarding option 2, if gNB implementation support it, it can be realized by a specific common TA value indication and there is no further spec impact.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	We support Option 1. 
We share the similar concerns with ZTE, Nokia and Ericsson that Option 2 would impose non-trivial complexities to both gNB receiver as well as scheduling. We are not sure why a UE cannot handle the timing drift given a timing drift rate or drift variation is provided to the UE. It should be noted that a UE will anyway need to handle the timing drift for service link part which is not known by the gNB. The underlying assumption for the current TA compensation equation is that both Option 1 and Option 2 are supported. This is already a comprise and there is no need to go back and have the discussion again. 

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	We support option 1, whose feasibility has been proved by MediaTek and Ericsson above. Option 2 has no spec impacts but will cause great complexity to gNB. Because TA compensation is not available for TN gNB and unaligned UL and DL transmission will cause great impacts on the system. 
But in order to move forward, we are also fine that both options are supported with option 1 being mandatory and option 2 being optional.

	Spreadtrum
	Both Option 1 and Option 2 can be supported.

	CATT
	Option 2 is the baseline, and the feasibility of option 1 is to be studied further with more concrete proofs. The main concerns for option 2 include the signaling overhead，UE complexity and  final synchronization performance.



[bookmark: _Toc73044281]Updated proposal based on company views (First round of email discussions)
Supportive of option 1: [MediaTek, OPPO, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, ZTE, Fraunhofer IIS, Fraunhofer HHI, Ericsson, Thales, Sony, Lenovo/MM, Huawei, HiSilicon, NTT DOCOMO, INC]
Supportive of option 2: [Xiaomi, LG, Panasonic, Apple, CATT]
Both option are feasible: [Intel, Samsung, CMCC, Spreadtrum]
From Moderator’s perspective: Option 1 is a viable option and for sake of progress we need to focus on this option.   
 
FL Recommendation 1
Focus on the concrete design of option 1

Companies are encouraged to provide comments  within the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Support

	OPPO
	In the last GTW discussion, Qualcomm claimed that with option 1, the UE complexity will increase to an unacceptable level to achieve the required accuracy. We would like to ask for re-checking this point and potentially set a limit that the UE is not required to read the feeder link TA updating more frequently than once every X ms. FFS for the value of X. 

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Support. Perhaps this could be transformed into either a conclusion or an agreement such that we all have the same common understanding of the direction?

	Qualcomm
	We need to discuss the feasibility first. Such a discussion also allow us to understand what are the required accuracy, update rate, and number of parameters to be broadcasted. 

	Sony
	Support

	Ericsson
	Support.
The concerns on the feasibility of option 1 are unclear. It seems that the timing inaccuracy contribution of the feeder link is minor compared to other sources of error. Further, it can be controlled by the network by selecting an appropriate.update period for the given satellite orbit. For Option 2, on the other hand, the gNB is deliberately exposed to a huge and rapidly varying residual timing error. The feasibility of this option is far more questionable.

	CMCC
	Support.





[bookmark: _Toc73044282]Issue#2: Indication of Common TA drift parameters 
Issue#2 is highly dependent on Issue#1. Under Issue#2 we can continue investigating the viability of the compensation of feeder link timing drift by UE. 
In case of LEO/MEO based non-terrestrial access network, if feeder link timing drift is to be compensated by the UE, such compensation shall be performed with a very good accuracy to ensure aligned DL and UL symbol level processing (FFT and IFFT window) at RU/gNB. Thus finer granularity of Common TA will be required and indicating parameters to assist the UE deriving the actual Common TA will be needed.
Having the feeder link timing drift compensated by the UE will introduce another source of timing errors that will impact the total tolerable UL timing error. 
Thereby, to analyse the impact of feeder link time drift compensation at the UE. there are mainly two questions to be addressed carefully: 
i. What is the acceptable TA error due to UE handling of feeder link TA drift?
ii. If the feeder link timing drift is to be compensated by the UE. What are the Common TA parameters to be indicated by the network to have this solution workable?

The following table recaps the proposals submitted to RAN1#105-e regarding Issue#2:
	Companies
	Proposals

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 5: At least support indicating a common TA drift rate as part of the common TA applied by UE.
Proposal 6: For Msg1/MsgA transmission and TA maintenance, use a common TA drift rate to compensate the TA drift between SIB decoding and UL transmission.

	THALES
	Proposal 2: The Network may periodically broadcast:
· in case of GEO based non-terrestrial access network:
· Common TA in a field of 23 bits 
· in case of LEO/MEO based non-terrestrial access network:
· Common TA in a field of 21 bits 
· Common TA drift rate in a field of 13 bits
· Common TA drift rate variation in a field of 6 bits

	CATT
	Proposal 3: In order to save signaling overhead, common TA and common timing drift will be equal to 0 if not indicated. 

	MediaTek Inc.
	Proposal 2: In case reference point for UL-DL subframe timing alignment is gNB, broadcast on NTN SIB
· Common delay NTA,common in a 18 bit field
· Common delay drift rate NTA,common,drift, rate in a 8 bit field
· Common delay drift rate variation NTA,common,drift,rate,variation in a 6 bit field
· Common delay drift rate variation NTA,common,drift,thrird_order,derivative in a 6 bit field

	CMCC
	Proposal 1: The Network may periodically broadcast:
· Common TA
· Common TA drift rate
· Common TA draft rate with value of 0 is supported
Proposal 3: Update relative values of Common TA to reduce the signaling overhead.
Proposal 4: The common TA is determined as

where:
 is the time for targeted UL transmission at UE’s clock.
 is the time for receiving common TA signaling at UE’s clock.
 is the common TA (in  units) at .
 is the common TA drift rate.
 is used to pre-compensate the ageing of values due to the long propagation delay in NTN.
and, 

where: 
 represents the synthetical impact of time-invariant parameters, e.g., TA margin and the minimum RTT on the feeder link.
 are time-variant parameters, and they need to be updated with time.
Proposal 5: Indication of parameter  (a time-invariant offset of ) should be supported.
· For DL and UL aligned at satellite,  can be used to absorb TA margin.
· For DL and UL not aligned at satellite (including aligned at gNB),  can be used to absorb TA margin and the minimum RTT on the feeder link.
Proposal 6: Indication of parameter  at least should be supported.
· For DL and UL not aligned at satellite (including aligned at gNB),  should be indicated and updated to capture the rapidly changed RTT on the feeder link.

	OPPO
	Proposal 2: Further study the acceptable SIB reading frequency for a UE. Whether reading SIB information every 3 seconds is acceptable when only  NTA,common,drift,rate is broadcasted.

	Ericsson
	Proposal 8 The network broadcasts parameters describing the (one-way) common delay by a linear function as follows: Dcommont=Dcommon,base+(t-Tcommon,base)Dcommon,drift where: t is the time the signal passes the satellite Tcommon,base is a reference time of the broadcast common delay that may be implicitly (derived from DL subframe) or explicitly signaled Dcommon, base is the common one-way delay at time Tcommon,base  Dcommon, drift is the common one-way delay drift rate
Proposal 10	The characterization of the common delay should include drift rate information.

	Nokia
	Proposal 6: The Common TA value is provided along with ephemeris information.
Proposal 7: It should be left up to the gNB to decide whether and how often to broadcast the Common TA drift rate
Proposal 8: It is not needed to provide the Common TA drift rate variation.

	Apple
	Proposal 1: The broadcast of common TA drift rate is based on network implementation. If common TA drift rate is not indicated, then its default value is 0. FFS common TA drift variation rate.
Proposal 3: The network-controlled common TA  is obtained by
,
where is the latest received common TA, is the latest received common TA drift rate (if indicated) and  is the time gap between the latest common TA transmission and the corresponding uplink transmission.

	Sony
	Proposal 3: RAN1 should support the signalling of timing drift rate information to the UEs in a beam specific manner.
Proposal 4: UE should update the common TA with common timing drift rate when UE transmits uplink data.

	ZTE
	Proposal 1: At least the first order common TA drift rates should be supported along with common TA.
Proposal 2: Following solutions can be considered to further optimize the overhead of signaling:
· Indication of second order common TA drift rate can also be considered to further optimize signaling overhead.
· Indication of multiple set of {common TA, 1st order TA drift rate } with different applicable timing, 
· FFS: whether to include the 2nd order TA drift rate

	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 4: Support indication of common timing offset drift rate and indication of drift rate variation.

	Samsung
	Proposal 10: The gNB signals common TA drift rate to enable autonomous TA update at UE.

	Xiaomi
	Proposal 3: The common timing drift rate indicated by network should be supported.

	InterDigital, Inc.
	Proposal-1: support to introduce an additional parameter to indicate feeder link RTT separately from the common TA.

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Proposal 1: Support NW broadcast of common TA drift rate.

	Asia Pacific Telecom, FGI, ITRI, III
	Proposal 7	Support common TA drift rate broadcasted in system information to reduce signaling overhead.



[bookmark: _Toc73044283]Company views 
On the parameters to be indicated to the UE for the derivation of Common TA, different views were expressed within the contributions submitted to RAN1#105-e: Companies are encouraged to read each other’s proposals captured in the table above.
For better accuracy of self-estimated Common TA a second-order approximation may be needed, thereby, both Common TA drift rate and Common TA drift variation rate may need to be jointly broadcast by the Network.
[MediaTek] observed that workable solution to pre-compensate the common TA drift over the feeder link is needed to support option of reference point for DL-UL subframe timing at gNB workable. 
[MediaTek] proposed to broadcast of NTA,common,drift,rate , NTA,common,drift,rate,variation and  NTA,common,third,order,derivative. Indicating these parameters can reduce the maximum delay error over the feeder 
According to [ZTE] when both first and second order drift rates are indicated, the performance evaluations of autonomous common TA estimation by UE for LEO-600 are improved. In this case, the required periodicity for indication will be 6 s and 4 s for the case with tolerance range as CP/2 and Te, respectively.
[OPPO] proposed to further study the acceptable SIB reading frequency for a UE. Whether reading SIB information every 3 seconds is acceptable when only  NTA,common,drift,rate is broadcasted.
According to [Thales] maximum time during which the UE can track the Common RTD without having acquired new Common TA parameters is equal to 9.8 seconds when second-order approximation of Common TA is used and the maximum error on the Common TA estimated by the gNB is equal to 0.2 µs (corresponding to a max error of 30m on satellite position).
Some inputs regarding the maximum feeder link delay/RTD error have been provided in some contributions:
Note within the following results neither the maximum error on the Common RTD estimated by the gNB (before being broadcast) nor the error of  quantization of assistance information were taken into account:
	MediaTek 
[R1-2105952]
	The maximum feeder link delay error @ 5,5 seconds 

0.009 us if 2nd order derivative
0.007 us if 3rd  order derivative
	The maximum feeder link delay error @ 27.3 seconds 

0.49 us if 2nd order derivative
0.03 us if 3rd  order derivative

	Thales 
[R1-2104301]
	The maximum feeder link Round-Trip delay error @ 5 seconds 

0.15 us if 2nd order derivative and no quantization error
	The maximum feeder link Round-Trip delay error @ 28 seconds 

24.2 us if 2nd order derivative

	ZTE
[R1-2105190]
	The maximum feeder link Round-Trip delay error @ 6 seconds 

0.23 us if 2nd order derivative
	The maximum feeder link Round-Trip delay error @ 28 seconds

? us if 2nd order derivative



Base on the above discussion the initial proposal 2 is made as follows:
Initial Proposal 2:
If the feeder link timing drift is to be compensated by the UE. What are the Common TA parameters to be indicated by the network to have this solution workable?
· Common delay
· Common delay drift rate 
· Common delay drift second order derivative
· Common delay drift third order derivative 

Companies are encouraged to provide inputs within the following table – please elaborate:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support Common delay drift rate, second and third order derivatives
Same comment as in Issue#1 Option 1. This requires at least 2nd order derivation for common TA for viability of solution, and preferable 3rd order derivatives for the common TA over the feeder link. Otherwise the device will need to read the common TA on SIB every time it is broadcast – e.g. every second.
On difference of performance between MediaTek, Thales, and ZT, this depends on the algorithm / method to process the Common TA parameters and granularity for the number of bits for each common TA parameter field. 

	Intel
	From our perspective third order derivative is redundant. Reasonable common TA update periodicity can be supported with second order derivative of the common TA.

	OPPO
	It seems that the simulation result gap is quite large from different companies. From our simulation results, it shows that when common TA drift variation is not provided, the UE needs to update the common TA drift every 3 seconds. While if the common delay drift second order derivative is provided, the UE can update the common TA drift and second order derivative every 30 seconds. 
RAN1 needs to conclude the periodicity of the common TA parameter updating corresponding to different options. The decision should be made based on the signaling overhead and minimum acceptable updating periodicity. 

	Samsung
	From our tdoc, we see the common TA and its drift rate are enough. So, we support
· Common delay
· Common delay drift rate 

	Xiaomi
	Support common delay and common delay drift rate. From our perspective second order and third derivatives are redundant.

	LG
	As mentioned in Issue #1, we prefer to support providing series of common TA as time changes.

	CMCC
	In our view, the assumption that UE frequently read the common TA parameters on broadcasted SIB in connected mode may be not valid.
According to TS 38.214 Clause 5.1, the UE is not expected to read SIB during a process of autonomous SI acquisition when it is overlapped with PDSCH scheduled with C-RNTI, MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI.
	On a frequency range 1 cell, the UE shall be able to decode a PDSCH scheduled with C-RNTI, MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI and, during a process of P-RNTI triggered SI acquisition, another PDSCH scheduled with SI-RNTI that partially or fully overlap in time in non-overlapping PRBs, unless the PDSCH scheduled with C-RNTI, MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI requires Capability 2 processing time according to clause 5.3 in which case the UE may skip decoding of the scheduled PDSCH with C-RNTI, MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI. 
The UE is expected to decode a PDSCH scheduled with C-RNTI, MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI during a process of autonomous SI acquisition.


Regarding common TA is timing varying parameters, the field may be excluded when determining changes in system information, i.e. changes of common TA parameters should neither result in system information change notifications nor in a modification of valueTag in SIB1, just like timeInfoUTC field in SIB9.
Hence, common TA parameter update may be carried during a process of autonomous SI acquisition, and UE is not required to read it in time.
Therefore, in our view, study on common TA parameters may be focused on UE in initial access.
For UE in connected mode, update of common delay drift rate ([second order derivative, third order derivative], etc.) may be involved in enhanced MAC CE TA command.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	We see that providing the Common delay drift rate as an additional parameter to the Common delay can be in many cases beneficial for the UE. However, it should be left up to the network to decide whether and how often to provide the Common delay drift rate. The Common delay cannot be provided too infrequent, as this would increase the access delay time for UEs, but the Common delay drift rate can be provided less frequent or even not provided, if the network decides so. Further, we are a bit doubtful as to the usefulness of the higher order derivatives of the delay drift.

	ZTE
	The common TA and first order of drift should be indicated at least. And the finer adjustment as second order is beneficial with good performance on prediction. The signaling overhead can also be reduced.
For the 3rd , the corresponding functionality can be replaced by introduce multiple sets of combination of common TA, 1st and 2nd order drift rate.

	Panasonic
	Similar to our comment to Issue#1 favoring Option 2, we prefer the Common Delay only.

	Apple
	We do not seem the necessity of introducing third order derivative. We are open on the second order derivative, together with common TA drift rate. 

	Qualcomm
	For the sake of discussion, we summarize the timing error source and numbers below. Companies are welcome to comment. 
1. Satellite GNSS error up to 30 m for service link:  30x2/3e8=0.2 us, assuming 0 elevation angle. For 30 degree elevation angle, the number will be slightly smaller
2. Satellite GNSS error up to 30 m for feeder link:  0.2 us 
3. UE GNSS error 100m (current requirement):0.6 us for service link
4. Satellite ephemeris prediction error: 0.1x2=0.2 us for service link (less than 60 s update interval)
5. Feeder link prediction error (network predicts future satellite location, based on which, calculate drift rate and high-order derivitives): ~0.1 us assuming more frequent update than ephemeris
6. Feederlink approximation error: ~0.1 us assuming frequently updated and higher order derivative
7. UE downlink synchronization error and clock jitter/drift: subcarrier spacing and implementation dependent.
8. UE movement: 0 assume we tighten the GNSS requirement so that UE movement is absorbed in GNSS accuracy requirement
Items 2,5, and 6 are common to all UEs and don’t have to be considered if feeder link timing drift is handled by the network. The sum of the three items alone can be 0.4 us, comparable to the CP duration of 120 kHz SCS. The rest is already more than 1 us and very challenging even for 15 kHz SCS. 
For Ka band, it’s clear that network side has to perform UL timing adjustment relative to DL timing. 
For S band, the sum of items 1, 3, and 4 is already 1.0 us. Clearly, some tightenting on these numbers and/or item 7 are needed. If feeder link timing drift is to be handled by UE, to the least, numbers for  other items must be further squeezed/tightened. 

Do we want to support two different implementations for the network side?  


	Fraunhofer IIS,
Fraunhofer HHI
	If the feeder link timing drift is compensated by UE, common delay and delay drift rate can be provided to UE. However, it is clear that gNB should calculate the drift rate based on actual RTT measurement of the feeder link. Having this in mind, instead of sending the drift rate explicitly to the UE, instead two instances of the feeder link delay can be provided to the UE and UE autonomously calculate the drift rate. We have shown in our contribution that the same performance as the one where drift rate provided to the UE can be achieved.

	Ericsson
	Common delay, common delay drift rate and 2nd order term are needed. The need for 3rd order derivative could be further studied.

	Sony
	We share Samsung’s view. We support
· Common delay
· Common delay drift rate

	Lenovo/MM
	We support common delay, common delay drift rate and Common delay drift second order derivative to be indicated.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	At least common delay and common delay drift rate are required. In addition, more than one TA drift rate can be provided to extend the validity period of common TA.

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	We think that common delay drift rate can be broadcasted to avoid frequency indication of common TA. Regarding to the common delay drift second/third-order derivative, further study is necessary to get good tradeoff between the signaling overhead and periodicity.
Besides, for UEs with different capabilities on TA accuracy, multiple common TAs can be broadcasted.

	Thales
	Common delay, Common delay drift rate and common delay drift second order derivative are needed and possibly common delay drift third order derivative.




[bookmark: _Toc56168766][bookmark: _Toc73044284]Updated proposal based on company views (First round of email discussions)
Companies provided views on the common TA parameters to be indicated/broadcast to the UE to have option 1 (Feeder link timing drift compensated by the UE) feasible. Companies are encouraged to read each other’s views in section above.
[From Moderator’s perspective] w.r.t comments given by Qualcomm, for the sake of clarification: 
· 30m satellite position error corresponds to the case where the orbit is predicted (prediction done at NCC and shared with gNB)  10 minutes ahead with initial error on Position RMS = 5 m and Velocity RMS = 5 mm/s.( Low Quality” Precision Orbit Determination)
· BUT it is worth noting that higher accuracy can be achieved in case of short propagation period e.g. 60s.
As can be seen in the following table: Satellite position can be predicted 60 seconds ahead
with only max error of 1.44m and 5 minutes ahead with 1.52m in case of  initial 3D Position RMS Error = 0.5 m and 3D Velocity RMS Error = 0.5 mm/s (Typical” Precision Orbit Determination used for telecommunication satellites)
[image: ]
More details can be found in [R1-2106112].
As highlighted by [OPPO] it seems that the simulation result gap is quite large from different companies. 
The answer is given by  [MediaTek]: On difference of performance between MediaTek, Thales, and ZT, this depends on the algorithm / method to process the Common TA parameters and granularity for the number of bits for each common TA parameter field.
In  R1-2106112 which is revision of  R1-2104301, [Thales] provided revised simulations for broadcast of common TA parameters for feeder link and updated ephemeris accuracy analysis. The new results are given within the following two tables:
Max one way Common Delay error estimation [microseconds]/ with fitting:
[image: ]
For the sake of comparison, companies are encouraged to carry similar simulations. 

Further, it is also important to note that UE needs to know the aggregated DL timing drift rate for DL reception as highlighted in R1-2100595:

	[R1-2100595] :The drift rate on the feeder link can be up to 7.5km/second/C = +/-25 us / second, where C=3.108 m/s is the velocity of light. In NR the DL timing synchronization is based on the SSB and/or TRS with for example a periodicity of 40 ms. Over 40 ms the timing drift is +/-25 us/second*40 ms = +/-1 us. For SCS = 30 kHz, the CP = 2.34 us. The drift of the feeder link between 2 occurrences of the signal use for the synchronization is ~ +/-CP/2. For the SSB/TRS periodicity and/or DRX larger than 40ms the drift will be even larger. At low SNR and in fading conditions averaging across SSB/TRS occasions is required in order to maintain good DL synchronization. Knowledge by the UE of the common timing drift rate over the feeder link allows the UE to compensate the timing drift of the DL for more robust DL synchronization and bring the channel condition to the terrestrial case with no performance loss.




Based on the views expressed during first round of email discussions, the updated proposal is as follows:

Updated Proposal 2:

The Network may periodically broadcast:

· Common delay
· Common delay drift rate 
· Common delay drift second order derivative
· FFS: Common delay drift third order derivative 

Companies are encouraged to provide inputs within the following table – please elaborate:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support proposal. Thales simulation results are aligned with MediaTek own simulation results.
With 30 second propagation of satellite ephemeris position at NTN control center / GateWay, the satellite typical position error is 1.83 m @99.7% . This adds 1.83/c=0.006 us to UE pre-compensation delay error which is very small. Using Thales values the satellite position error and common delay error will be in the order of 0.678 us (=0.672 us + 0.006 us). We have shown in our simulations in R1-2105952 that the UE pre-diction delay error over the service link is around 0.076 us with 30 seconds propagation time. Assuming Common TAgranularity of  , this gives an additional common TA error of 32.55 ns.   Total delay error (service link, satellite ephemeris error, feeder link including common TA granularity error) at 30 seconds is 0.786 us (=0.076 us + 0.672 us + 0.006 us + 0.032 us)

	CATT
	This issue should be pending, depending on issue-1’s decision.

	APT
	Support. 
The drift rate and drift second-order derivative are beneficial to support option 1: Feeder link timing drift is compensated by UE using Common TA parameters.

	Xiaomi
	From our perspective, common delay and its drift rate are enough. So, we support
· Common delay
· Common delay drift rate 

	ZTE
	Supportive on this proposal. Based on the initial evaluation, the accuracy can be achieved with indication of this parameters. 

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	The network may at least periodically broadcast common delay and common delay drift rate. Whether to broadcast common delay drift second and third order derivations can be FFS.

	Panasonic
	In our view options 1 and 2 from Initial Proposal 1 are not clear enough. For example, option 1 could imply that UEs are responsible for tight DL/UL frame timing and option 2 could mean to also include Common TA parameters. These assumptions are unclear. Hence, we propose the following: 
UEs use Common delay and Common delay drift rate for timing pre-compensation and the network implementation manages other TA inaccuracies and any misalignment in the DL/UL frame timing.

	Intel
	We are OK with the proposal. Indication of Common delay drift second order derivative can be considered to support higher accuracy with larger update periodicity.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	We think at least common delay and common delay drift rate are required. In addition, more than one TA drift rate can be provided to extend the validity period of common TA.

	LG
	In order to reduce the indication period for common timing offset parameters, more than single value for each parameters (i.e., series of each parameters) can be provided in single indication. 
Also, we prefer to introduce a common delay and common delay drift rate. From our perspective second order and third derivatives are redundant. Therefore, we suggest the modified proposal 2 as follows:
Updated Proposal 2:

For accurate  prediction, the Network may periodically broadcast:

· Common delay or series of Common delay 
· Common delay drift rate or series of Common delay drift rate
· FFS: Common delay drift second order derivative
· FFS: Common delay drift third order derivative 

	OPPO
	As long as the UE complexity issue is addressed from the issue#1, we are fine with this proposal. If companies are not sure about the second order, we can put it under FFS. 
The Network may periodically broadcast:

· Common delay
· Common delay drift rate 
· FFS: Common delay drift second order derivative
· FFS: Common delay drift third order derivative 


	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	For updated proposal 2, we would be OK with the first two bullets, but not OK with the two last bullets. These parameters related to Common delay (and drift rate) seem to be assuming “one-shot estimation” of the delay. In a UE implementation, the device could be reading a few values from the ephemeris data and make its own estimation of the delay drift value (satellite is assumed to be moving along a curve, and GW assumed to be located at a static position). 


	Apple
	We do not think the third order derivative is necessary, hence suggest removing the last sub-bullet. We also suggest keeping FFS on the second order derivative. 

	Samsung
	We prefer to have FFS on the second order derivative as well, but we basically support the proposal for progress.
In order to make clear definition, we think here that a UE uses the prediction by n-th order regression, where 
· 0th order coefficient: Common delay
· 1st order coefficient: Common delay drift rate
· 2nd order coefficient: Common delay drift second order derivative
· 3rd order coefficient: Common delay drift third order derivative 

	Qualcomm
	We don’t think delay drift rate is needed. 

	Sony
	We support “common delay” and “common delay drift rate”, and these are supported by most of companies. We think that we should agree “common delay” and “common delay drift rate” at first, then we can consider whether to support “common delay drift second/third order derivative” or not to progress the discussion.

	Ericsson
	We support the proposal. 

	CMCC
	At least common delay and common delay drift rate should be periodically broadcasted.
Whether to broadcast common delay drift second and third order derivations can be FFS.



[bookmark: _Toc56168767][bookmark: _Toc73044285]Updated proposal based on company views (2nd round of email discussions)
Having feeder link timing drift compensated by UE using Common TA parameters should be feasible at least for FR1 based on numbers discussed so far (R1-2106142 Ericsson, R1-2105952 MediaTek Inc, R1-2106112 Thales and R1-2105190 ZTE, companies are highly encouraged to carry out similar simulations and provide numbers in RAN1#106-e. Further, in FR2 as highlighted by Ericsson  the residual timing inaccuracy due to common TA approximation is slowly varying and can be managed by occasional closed loop TA commands if necessary. And as mentioned by MediaTek via the reflector, further study of the numbers and assumptions could be done for FR1 and FR2, which is consistent with the Updated Proposal 2.
Based on the views expressed during the second round of emails discussions and via the reflector. The proposal 2 is updated as follows:
Proposal 2 rev5:

If feeder link timing drift is to be compensated by UE using common TA parameters, the Network may periodically broadcast:

  Common delay
  Common delay drift rate 
  FFS:  High-order derivative of Common Delay drift 
  FFS: Series of Common TA parameter

If feeder link timing drift is compensated by Network, the Network may periodically broadcast:
  Common delay

In case of network not indicating these parameters, common delay and common delay drift rate are equal to zero by default.

The proposal was discussed in GTW session held on May 27th but it was not acceptable to everyone. There was mainly an objection from one company that needs more time to make sure having feeder link timing drift compensated by UE using Common TA parameters is feasible especially for FR2.
FL Recommendation 2:
On the feasibility of feeder link time drift handling by the UE  companies are:
· Highly encouraged to carry out simulations and provide numbers in RAN1#106-e by taking into account the different error budgets : errors due to satellite ephemeris accuracy (maximum errors on satellite position as known by gNB) errors due quantization of common TA parameters, error due ageing of Common TA parameters when indicated to the UE. 
· Encouraged to provide more inputs on the suitable Common TA parameters that need to be indicated by the Network if feeder link timing drift is to be compensated by UE using common TA parameters.

[bookmark: _Toc73044286]Issue#3: Granularity and signalling of Common TA 
Issue#3 is also dependent on Issue#1. Having the timing drift on the feeder link compensated by the UE will require from the Network to indicate  Common TA parameters with finer granularity e.g same as the granularity of NTA. While in case of  timing drift on the feeder link compensated by the Network a coarse granularity of Common TA is sufficient e.g granularity of a slot duration or Common TA equal to zero when the reference point for time synchronization is satellite.
These are the proposals on Common TA granularity submitted to RAN1#105-e:
	Companies
	Proposals

	THALES
	Proposal 1: The granularity of Common TA is equal to 4∙64/2^μ*Tc

	PANASONIC R&D Center Germany
	Proposal 1: We propose a granularity of the common TA value NTA,common in the order of slot or half slot duration.

	Spreadtrum Communications
	Proposal 1: NTA, common should be expressed in the legacy granularity of Tc units.


	CATT
	Proposal 4: The granularity of common TA can apply 1024 Tc or 2048Tc of step size.  

	MediaTek Inc.
	Proposal 2: In case reference point for UL-DL subframe timing alignment is gNB, broadcast on NTN SIB
· Common delay NTA,common in a 18 bit field
· Common delay drift rate NTA,common,drift, rate in a 8 bit field
· Common delay drift rate variation NTA,common,drift,rate,variation in a 6 bit field
· Common delay drift rate variation NTA,common,drift,thrird_order,derivative in a 6 bit field


	CMCC
	Proposal 2: The granularity of Common TA is set to be the same as the granularity of , i.e., .

	Qualcomm
	Proposal 1: Network may broadcast a common timing offset value, X, with granularity of one slot assuming the subcarrier spacing of the SSB of the cell. 
· NTA,common is derived from X.

	Ericsson
	Proposal 11	The granularity of the NTA,common applied by the UE should be 64/2µ to limit its impact to the total timing error budget to less than 1% of the CP length.

	Apple
	Proposal 2: The broadcast common TA is in the unit of .
Proposal 6: RAN1 to study whether or not introducing the TA drift rate in TA command MAC CE.

	ZTE
	
Proposal 3: The signaling granularity of common TA can be chosen as

	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 1: Support the granularity of  to be same as granularity of TA command.

	Fraunhofer IIS, Fraunhofer HHI
	Proposal 1: RAN1 to strive for a unified design of common RTT/delay signaling in order to avoid duplicate signaling of common RTT/delay.
Proposal 2: The characteristic of the common RTT/delay (or feeder link RTT/delay) shall be taken into account for the design of its corresponding signaling.
Proposal 3: RAN 1 should agree on studying common delay signaling design with reduced signaling overhead. 
Proposal 4: RAN1 to consider the signaling of the parameter set , drift scale rate, , a constant, and , an exponent (can take integer values), for signaling of the common RTT/delay in NTN.    
Proposal 5: RAN1 to consider UE autonomous drift rate calculation for common RTT/delay signaling. 

	Samsung
	Proposal 3: The following options are considered for N_(TA,common) and N_TA.
· Option 1
· : its update is supported by group common signalling.
· : Defined as the same as Rel-15/16
· Option 2
· : broadcasted by SIB.
· : Defined as the same as Rel-15/16
· Option 3
· : broadcasted by SIB with drift rate information.
· : Defined as the same as Rel-15/16. 
Proposal 8: A gNB signals residual common TA value to UEs such that UEs can derive common TA by adding to minimum common TA value, which can be obtained by UE from the satellite ephemeris (or altitude) information.

	LG Electronics
	Proposal 1. Support additional signaling by the network in order to apply proper common TA according to time changes at UE side. Potential solutions can include 
· Alt 1) providing the reference time corresponding to common TA
· Alt 2) providing series of common TA
Proposal 2. Within pre-defined set of TA offsets, the TA offset can be provided by gNB via higher layer signing (e.g., SIB or dedicated RRC signaling). 
· The TA offset can be independently corresponding to different ROs (or RO groups)

	Xiaomi
	Proposal 1: With consideration on the signalling overhead, the large granularity of  i.e.  is preferred. 

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Proposal 3: One or multiple common TAs are broadcasted for UEs with different UE capabilities on TA self-estimation/pre-compensation accuracy.

	Asia Pacific Telecom, FGI, ITRI, III
	Proposal 3	The granularity of common TA is set to be the same as the granularity of NTA, i. e. 16∙64/2μ*Tc.
Proposal 4	The common TA configuration shall be cell specific via system information and the configuration can be associated with a group of cells to save signaling overhead.
Proposal 5	To minimize spec impacts and signaling overhead, association between the existing TAG and the group of cells for the common TA configuration shall be considered.



[bookmark: _Toc73044287]Company views 
On Common TA granularity, different view were expressed as follows:

· The same as the granularity of N_TA, i.e., : [Huawei, Spreadtrum Communications, CATT, CMCC, Apple, ZTE, Lenovo, Motorola Mobility, Asia Pacific Telecom]
· The granularity of : [THALES]
· The granularity of  : [Ericsson]
· The granularity of  : [Xiaomi, CATT]
· One slot: [PANASONIC, Qualcomm]

In view of the on-going discussion on Issue#1, the granularity of Common TA  is dependent on the solution adopted for the handling of timing drift on feeder link. Therefore, the initial proposal is made as follows:


Initial Proposal 3:
In case of LEO/MEO based non-terrestrial access network:
· If feeder link timing drift is compensated by UE using Common TA parameters, the granularity of Common TA is set to be:
· Option 1:  The same as the granularity of , i.e., .
· Option 2: 
· Option 3: 

· If feeder link timing drift is compensated by the Network in a way transparent to UE, the granularity of Common TA is set to be:
· Option 4: one slot duration assuming the subcarrier spacing of the SSB of the cell.


Companies are encouraged to provide their comments and views:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Option 3: 
Based on fixed-point modelling and simulations in our contribution, we proposed 18 bits for common TA is sufficient for optimum performance. Assuming LEO – 600 km, the maximum common delay is in the order of 6.4 ms with 10 degree elevation. This allows a granularity of 24.41 ns which is reasonable good fit for 


	Intel
	Our preference is Option 1.

	OPPO
	It is not clear to us how to determine the subcarrier spacing, note that the common TA is used for connected UE also. While for connected UE, they may have different subcarrier spacing, but the common TA is the same for them. In this case, how to determine the subcarrier spacing for calculating the common TA? 

	Samsung
	We prefer to use the same granularity for LEO/MEO/GEO cases not to make UE implementation complicated.
Then, we need to think the range of feeder link delay for all satellite cases. In this regards, we prefer to support Option 1.

	Xiaomi
	We prefer option 4.

	LG
	In order to reduce the UE implementation complexity, we prefer to Option 1, regardless of if feeder link timing drift is compensated by UE or network.
Moreover, it can be clarified whether common TA value is based on accumulation or absolute value.

	CMCC
	For the first main-bullet, Option 1 is preferred.
We are fine with the second main-bullet, if feeder link timing drift compensated by the Network in a way transparent to UE is feasible.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	In our opinion it is a bit premature to discuss the granularity of the signaling when there is not yet agreement on which parameters are provided to the UE to be able to derive the common TA values and the common TA values into the future.

	ZTE
	Firstly, same granularity is preferred to simplify the design and similar as the MAC CE based signalling,  can be considered as baseline unless new requirement on the accuracy from RAN4 is defined.
W.r.t the case that time drift is handled by gNB, it’s too early to discuss it without any agreement on this part. Moreover, the slot-level granularity is also not preferred in this case. Same level adjustment as MAC CE based TA command is still needed.

	Panasonic
	We prefer option 4.

	Apple
	For first bullet, we prefer common TA has the same granularity level as TA command MAC CE (i.e., Option 1) to save signaling overhead. Also, we are fine with the second bullet. 

	Ericsson
	Option 3 since the quantization error should not make a significant contribution to the total TA error. The cost of adding a few more bits is well spent.
As OPPO points out, the UL SCS may differ between UEs. The parameter  should be the highest allowed for the given FR.

	Sony
	Our preference is option 1.

	Lenovo/MM
	Support option 1.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	We prefer Option 1.

	Spreadtrum
	For the first main-bullet, we prefer Option1.
We are also fine with the second bullet.



[bookmark: _Toc73044288]Updated proposal based on company views (First round of email discussions)
Based on the views expressed during the first round of emails discussions, the companies hold different views on the granularity of Common TA. But several companies prefer to use the same granularity as , i.e., . But as highlighted by [Oppo] the UL SCS may differ between UEs. The parameter μ should be the highest allowed for the given FR.
[Nokia] pointed out that it is premature to discuss the granularity as Issue#2 is still open.
In Moderator’s view finer granularity would be beneficial to reduce the quantization error in case of LEO/MEO based NTN. 
The question is when GEO deployment scenario is considered, do we need to have such finer granularity?  Maybe in this case same granularity as NTA i.e.   with µ = 3 can be used in case of GEO. 

In case of GEO, the maximum RTD on the feeder link that shall be supported in NTN is 270.73 ms. Therefore, we will need 23 bits for Common TA.
In case of LEO/MEO based NTN, we can use the same number of bits, that is 23 bits which will allow a granularity of  

Based on the above, the following proposal is made:
Updated Proposal 3:

In case of LEO/MEO based non-terrestrial access network:

· The granularity of Common TA is set to be 

In case of GEO based non-terrestrial access network:

· The granularity of Common TA is set to the same as the granularity of , i.e., .

 is the highest allowed numerology for the given Frequency Range

Companies are encouraged to provide inputs within the following table: 
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support proposal for LEO/MEO. For GEO, keep the same granularity . This gives a common TA error of 32.55 ns. If    is used for GEO, this gives a common delay error of 0.52 us, which seems very high. The delay error due to common TA granularity cannot be higher for GEO than it is for LEO/MEO.

	CATT
	The granularity of Common TA can be large, e.g slot level or ms level. 

	APT
	Support MTK’s proposal. Support only one granularity  for NTN.
Updated Proposal 3 (APT):
· The granularity of Common TA is set to be 
· μ is the highest allowed numerology for the given Frequency Range
We understand small graduality is good to fit the total TA error budget. However, UE may not tell the difference between LEO-based or GEO-based NW (NTN type indication is not supported yet). If we support the original proposal that means the granularity is control by NW, then a new RRC IE or implicit signaling will be needed, resulting in more effort.

	Xiaomi 
	Considering signaling overhead and UE implementation complexity, we prefer the second main bullet of initial proposal 3.

	ZTE
	For this issue, from the requirement and quantization error perspective, keeping the same granularity for GEO and LEO is needed. If companies prefer to introduce finer level to mitigate the error, it’s fine to take the 1st bullet. But same value should be for GEO.
Otherwise, even in the case with same bit-length, additional indication on how to distinguish GEO and LEO should also be specified to determine the corresponding granularity, which is not preferred with additional spec efforts. 

	Panasonic
	Address the granularity after Issue #2 (Common TA parameters) is resolved.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	We support to define the same granularity for both GEO and LEO/MEO to reduce the specification impact of TA adjustment but would like to decide this granularity later since the accuracy of the common TA would depend on the satellite position prediction as discussed over email.

	LG
	According to first round discussion, several companies prefer to use the same granularity as , i.e., . Also, we prefer to use the same granularity for LEO/MEO/GEO cases not to increase the UE implementation complexity. 
Therefore, in case of LEO/MEO/GEO based non-terrestrial access network, we prefer that the granularity of Common TA is set to the same as the granularity of , i.e., .
Moreover, as we commented in first round discussion, it can be clarified whether common TA value is based on accumulation or absolute value.

	OPPO
	First of all, we think that the following statement is not always correct. 
In case of GEO based non-terrestrial access network:

· The granularity of Common TA is set to the same as the granularity of , i.e., .

It is only true when the SCS of NTA is the same as common TA. Thus, we understand that the granularity of common TA and NTA are naturally different. 
Second, we think the network may avoid indicating the deployment scenario to the UE, e.g. whether it is GEO or LEO or MEO. In this case, we suggest that the common TA granularity is 
 for all the cases. Thus,  is configured by the network in system information. The network can have the flexibility to configure an appropriate value to make the granularity smaller or larger according to the deployment scenario (LEO/GEO) without explicitly informing UE about the satellite type. 

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Again, according to our understanding it is a bit premature to discuss the needed granularity of the the TA_common when we do not know the entire set of parameters that are needed to allow for providing this information.

	Apple
	We prefer to use the same granularity of common TA for GEO/LEO/MEO, which could be .

	Samsung
	We share the views with OPPO and Apple, for using the same granularity for LEO/MEO/GEO cases not to make UE implementation complicated.

	Ericsson
	We share the view of MediaTek.

	CMCC
	We share the views with OPPO.
The same granularity of common TA for GEO/LEO/MEO, which could be , is preferred, wherein,  is configured by the network in system information.



[bookmark: _Toc73044289]Updated proposal based on company views (2nd round of email discussions)
[bookmark: _GoBack]The views expressed during the second round of email discussion were diverse. There were good inputs and proposals provided by different companies. Companies are invited to read each other views in the above table.
Although it might be a bit premature to discuss the needed granularity of the TA_common before Issue#2 is solved. Initiating such preliminary discussion was very helpful and can ease  the convergence on suitable granularity when the whole picture is clearer.

[bookmark: _Toc73044290]Issue#4: The need and the indication of TA margin
The need of TA-margin was discussed since RAN1#103-e meetings and it seems needed depending on requirements for UE-autonomous TA error, PRACH preamble format, common TA error, and common timing drift rate error.
In Moderator ‘s view:
· TA-margin is needed to account for TA estimation uncertainty when applying the TA pre-compensation in initial access: During the first acquisition of its UE-specific TA, the UE can overestimate the TA. In case of overestimation, the PRACH preamble will be received at gNB side in advance w.r.t. the PRACH occasion leading to unwanted interference with previous slot or PRACH occasion.
· If initial TA does not include a margin for maximum TA estimation error. A bipolar TA command is needed in msg2. i.e support negative TA adjusting in RAR. It is preferable to avoid such specification impact
W.r.t TA margin indication, there mainly two different views: 
· including TA-margin within the Common TA. i.e.; Common TA configuration absorbs the maximum TA uncertainty. 
· TA-margin indication in the SIB; for at least two main reasons:  In case when the RP is located at satellite, the Common TA will be zero and it may not be necessary to provide the Common TA by gNB. Further, the need of TA_margin is only relevant in case of TA acquisition for PRACH msg1/mgsA transmission.  New value of Common TA acquired by the UE in connected state should not include TA_margin.
The companies proposals on the need and indication of TA margin are collected in the following table:
	Companies
	Proposals 

	Spreadtrum Communications
	Proposal 4: Negative TA Command in RAR is not needed when TA margin is considered.

	CATT
	Proposal 5: TA margin can be one fixed value or not needed at all if UL timing requirement of RRC-IDLE mode and RRC-connected mode for UE is same. 

	THALES
	Proposal 3: RAN1 to discuss the indication of TA-margin after RAN4 response to the LS on timing synchronization requirements

	CMCC
	Proposal 7: TA margin should be absorbed in common TA configuration, and it should be transparent to the UE.

	OPPO
	Proposal 1:TA margin is no longer needed to be discussed. 

	Nokia
	Proposal 5: There is no need to indicate a TA margin. Any uncertainty related to TA should be covered by the Common TA value and the CP of the random access preamble.

	Apple
	Proposal 4: RAN1 to determine the necessity of specifying TA margin, depending on RAN4’s conclusion.

	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 3: TA margin indication is not supported.

	Asia Pacific Telecom, FGI, ITRI, III
	Proposal 6	 Support TA margin for a PRACH transmission in case of Contention-based Random Access (CBRA) to prevent the use of negative TAC in RAR.



[bookmark: _Toc73044291]Company views
The discussion on TA margin did not change much from previous meeting. It seems reasonable to postpone this discussion until RAN4 determines time synchronization requirements.
The initial proposal is made as follows:
Initial proposal 4: 
RAN1 to discuss the need and the indication of TA-margin after RAN4 response to the LS on timing synchronization requirements

Companies are encouraged to provide their comments and views:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support proposal

	OPPO
	OK

	Samsung
	OK

	Xiaomi
	Ok 

	LG
	OK

	CMCC
	OK

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	OK to wait for response from RAN4.

	ZTE
	Ok

	Panasonic
	Agree

	Apple
	Support

	Qualcomm
	OK

	Ericsson
	Ok

	Sony
	OK

	Lenovo/MM
	Agree with moderator’s proposal.

	InterDigital
	Ok

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree.

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	OK

	Spreadtrum
	Support proposal



[bookmark: _Toc73044292]Updated proposal based on company views (First round of email discussions)
Based on the expressed views during  the first round of email discussions, the following FL Recommendation is made:
FL Recommendation 4: 
RAN1 to discuss the need and the indication of TA-margin after RAN4 response to the LS on timing synchronization requirements

[bookmark: _Toc73044293]Issue#5:	TA command in RAR
In RAN1#103-e meeting, the following working assumption was made on TA command in RAR
Working assumption:
It is assumed that the requirement on UL time pre-compensation for Msg1/MsgA transmission of an NR NTN UE in idle/inactive mode will be defined such that the existing TAC 12-bit field in msg2 (or msgB) can be reused without any extension.
There are some proposals in the contributions submitted to RAN1#105-e to confirm this working assumption:
	Companies
	Proposals

	Spreadtrum Communications
	Proposal 2: Confirm the working assumption that the existing TAC 12-bit field in msg2 (or msgB) can be reused without any extension.

	CATT
	Proposal 6: Confirm the working assumption that the existing TAC 12-bit field in msg2 (or msgB) can be reused without any extension.

	Apple
	Proposal 5: The requirement that the existing TAC 12-bit field in Msg2/MsgB is reused is that a UE pre-compensates an accurate UE specific TA and TA margin in its Msg1/MsgA transmission. 



[bookmark: _Toc73044294]Company views
We will come back on this topic when the requirement on UL time pre-compensation for Msg1/MsgA transmission are defined. 
The following initial proposal is made:
Initial proposal 5: 
Postpone the confirmation of the working assumption on non-extension of  TAC 12-bit field in msg2 (or msgB) until the requirements on UL time pre-compensation for Msg1/MsgA transmission are defined
Companies are encouraged to provide the comments/views in the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support proposal

	OPPO
	OK

	Samsung
	OK

	Xiaomi
	Ok 

	LG
	OK

	CMCC
	OK

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Although we do not expect that the UL time pre-compensation requirements will have an impact, we are ok to postpone the confirmation of the working assumption until those are defined.

	ZTE
	Ok

	Panasonic
	Agree

	Apple
	Fine with the proposal

	Qualcomm
	We don’t expect UL time pre-compensation requirements will have impact. 

	Ericsson
	Ok

	Sony
	OK

	Lenovo/MM
	Agree with moderator’s proposal.

	InterDigital
	Ok

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree.



[bookmark: _Toc73044295]Updated proposal based on company views (First round of email discussions)
Based on the expressed views during  the first round of email discussions, the following FL Recommendation is made:
FL Recommendation 5: 
Postpone the confirmation of the working assumption on non-extension of  TAC 12-bit field in msg2 (or msgB) until the requirements on UL time pre-compensation for Msg1/MsgA transmission are defined

[bookmark: _Toc73044296]Issue#6 : TA update in RRC_CONNECTED state 
In RAN1 Meeting #104-bis-e the following agreement was made: 
	Agreement:
The Timing Advance applied by an NR NTN UE in RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE and RRC_CONNECTED is given by:

Where:
·   is defined as 0 for PRACH and updated based on TA Command field in msg2/msgB and MAC CE TA command. 
· FFS: details of NTA update/accumulation.
·   is UE self-estimated TA to pre-compensate for the service link delay.
·  is network-controlled common TA, and may include any timing offset considered necessary by the network.
·  with value of 0 is supported. 
· FFS:  details of signaling including granularity.   
·  is a fixed offset used to calculate the timing advance. 

Note-1: Definition of  is different from that in RAN1#103-e agreement. 
Note-2: UE might not assume that the RTT between UE and gNB is equal to the calculated TA for Msg1/Msg A.
Note-3:  is the common timing offset X as agreed in RAN1 #103-e.




In RAN1#104-e, the following agreements were made:
	Agreement:
An NTN UE in RRC_CONNECTED state is required to support UE specific TA calculation based at least on its GNSS-acquired position and the serving satellite ephemeris.
FFS: Operation of closed loop and open loop TA control
Agreement:
For TA update in RRC_CONNECTED state, combination of both open (i.e. UE autonomous TA estimation, and common TA estimation) and closed (i.e., received TA commands) control loops shall be supported for NTN.
FFS: Details of the combination of open and closed loop TA control



Many issues related to TA maintenance/update in connected mode are still open:
· FFS: Operation of closed loop and open loop TA control:
· FFS: details of NTA update/accumulation
· FFS: details of update
· FFS: details of update
· FFS: Details of the combination of open and closed loop TA control

The discussions on these FFS are highly dependent on RAN4 discussions on timing requirements for NR NTN and the issues related to the handling of timing drift on feeder link and Common TA parameters.
 
The following proposals on TA update in RRC-Connected state were provided by the different companies:
	Companies
	Proposals

	THALES
	Proposal 4: Existing N_TA update in RRC_CONNECTED based on TA Command  field in msg2/msgB and MAC CE TA command is used for UL timing alignment correction without specification change

	PANASONIC
	Proposal 4: In RRC_CONNCTED mode and after expiration of the TA timer, a UE triggers the random-access procedure based on GNSS-acquired TA similar to RRC_IDLE with the same timing advance equation.

	Spreadtrum Communications
	Proposal 3: Existing NTA update based on TA Command field in msg2/msgB and MAC CE TA command is used for UL timing alignment correction without specification change.

	CATT
	Proposal 7: On the close-loop and open-TA combination, UE can stop autonomous TA compensation or subtract the accumulated TA compensated by autonomous TA compensation during the gap between two neighboring TAC commands.   

	MediaTek Inc.
	Proposal 3: In RRC_CONNECTED state:
· NTA update based on TA Command  field in msg2/msgB and MAC CE TA command is used for UL timing alignment correction without specification change.
· NTA,UE-specific is updated autonomously by the UE based on its GNSS acquired position and satellite ephemeris
· NTA,common is updated autonomously by the UE based on common TA parameters broadcast on SIB in case reference point for DL-UL subframe timing alignment is at the gNB.

	CMCC
	Proposal 8: For an NR NTN UE in RRC_CONNECTED, regular update of  can be disabled.
Proposal 9: For an NR NTN UE in RRC_CONNECTED,

where  is the common TA obtained in initial access procedure.
Proposal 10: The legacy MAC CE TA command and the enhanced MAC CE TA command consists of  to be both supported, where,  indicates a delta TA, and indicates a TA drift rate.
Proposal 11: For i-th uplink transmission occasion at  (),  can be determined as

where,
· m is the last received enhanced TA command before .
·  is the m-th accumulated TA command. 
· Note: When UE received the m-th enhanced TA command  at , then it updates the m-th accumulated TA command  as 



	CAICT
	Proposal2: FFS the condition when to apply the TA through combined closed loop and open loop

	OPPO
	

Proposal 3: TA updating by MAC-CE or RAR can have the following relationship NTA_new = NTA_old + adjustment, where for TA updated by MAC-CE, the adjustment is and TA is the TAC indication in the range of [0, 63]; for TA updated by RAR, the adjustment is and the TA is the RAR TAC indication in the range of [0, 3846].
Proposal 4: If the frequency of reading SIB information every 3 seconds is acceptable, the network indicated common TA can be updated by a drift rate, e.g. NTA,common_new= NTA,common_old + NTA,common,drift,rate * t.

	Ericsson
	Proposal 1	RAN1 to discuss how to take into account satellite movement during DL signal propagation from satellite to UE when defining the UE-specific TA.
Proposal 2	RAN1 to discuss how to take into account satellite movement during UL signal propagation from UE to satellite when defining the UE-specific TA.
Proposal 3	RAN1 to discuss how to take into account satellite movement during signal propagation between gateway and satellite when defining the common TA.
Proposal 5 The closed-loop component of the TA, NTA, should be defined as in Rel-16.
Proposal 7: The UE calculates the UE-specific TA (in  units) as follows: where  is the DL service link delay of the signal to which the UE local time reference is synchronized and  is the UL service link delay of the UL signal to which the UE applies the TA.
Proposal 8 The network broadcasts parameters describing the (one-way) common delay by a linear function as follows: Dcommont=Dcommon,base+(t-Tcommon,base)Dcommon,drift where: t is the time the signal passes the satellite Tcommon,base is a reference time of the broadcast common delay that may be implicitly (derived from DL subframe) or explicitly signaled Dcommon, base is the common one-way delay at time Tcommon,base  Dcommon, drift is the common one-way delay drift rate.
Proposal 9 The UE determines the common TA (in Tc units) as follows: NTA, common=Dcommontsat,DL+Dcommontsat,UL/Tc where tsat,DL is the time the DL signal to which the UE local time reference is synchronized was relayed by the satellite, and tsat,UL is the time the UL signal to which the UE applies the TA will be relayed by the satellite.

	Nokia
	Proposal 9: Open loop TA control in RRC connected mode should be applied only in a way that does not impact the closed loop TA control messages.

	Apple
	Proposal 6: RAN1 to study whether or not introducing the TA drift rate in TA command MAC CE.

	Sony
	Proposal 1: In setting combination rules, RAN1 should consider the relative age of open versus closed loop TAs.
Proposal 2: RAN1 should consider indicating the time at which a closed loop TA was calculated to the UE.

	ZTE
	Proposal 4: In RRC_CONNECTED state, the applied TA can be determined as by assuming the support for the 2nd order of TA drift:
· 
,
· where
· 

· 

  is the service link TA at activation time of ephemeris, and  is the variation of service link TA between activation time of ephemeris and UL transmission time, which can be estimated by UE based on GNSS and indicated information.
· 

· 




 is the broadcast common TA,  and  are the first and second order common TA drift rate indicated by BS,  is the interval between activation time of broadcast common TA and DL transmission time of scheduling information, and  is the interval between DL transmission time of scheduling information and UL transmission time.
· 

· 
 is indicated in MAC CE TA command.

Proposal 5: When common TA and ephemeris are broadcast, indication of a close loop TA command can be considered to handle possible overcompensation in RRC_CONNECTED state.

	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 2: Study mechanisms to resolve the contradiction between open loop and close loop TA control. The mechanism can be to define a time instance to determine TAC in the MAC CE.

	Samsung
	Proposal 6: Each of the following options are supported based on the gNB configuration:
	Closed-loop TA control
	Open-loop TA control
	Combination of open&closed-loop TA control

	LG Electronics
	Proposal 4. 
· At least for the case when the UE is in RRC_IDLE and/or RRC_INACTIVE states, it is reasonable to provide the additional information via semi-static signaling.
· In case when the UE is in RRC_CONNECTED states, it can be considered that the information is provided by dynamic signaling.
Proposal 7: Define the appropriate TA control method for each TA as follows: 
· Closed loop TA control is applied to common TA (i.e., N_(TA,common))
· Open loop TA control is applied to UE specific TA (i.e., N_(TA,UE-specific))
Proposal 8: Support independent TA update for each TA using independent TA control methods.

	Asia Pacific Telecom, FGI, ITRI, III
	Proposal 1	Legacy timing advance command (TAC) for NTA and NTA,offset in the case of RAR is the baseline for NTN. No specification change is needed to minimize MAC impacts, e.g., TAC MAC CE format.
Proposal 2	Legacy timing advance (TA) adjustment for NTA and NTA,offset  in RRC_CONNECTED is the baseline for NTN. No specification change is needed to minimize MAC impacts, e.g., TA timers, and groups.



[bookmark: _Ref72326257][bookmark: _Toc73044297]Company views
w.r.t NTA update/accumulation, it was proposed to reuse existing N_TA update in RRC_CONNECTED as in Rel-16 without specification change [Thales, Ericsson, Spreadtrum Communications, MediaTek, ZTE, Asia Pacific Telecom, FGI, ITRI, III].
Enhancements on NTA update proposed by [OPPO, CMCC]
w.r.t operation of  open loop TA control, there were some inputs provide by [MediaTek, Ericsson, ZTE, CMCC, OPPO]. Further [Ericsson] made some observations on UE-specific TA and Common TA calculation and proposed to take into account satellite movement which gives good accuracy. 
There were also some inputs submitted to RAN1#105-e on combination of open and closed-loop TA:
[CATT] proposed that UE can stop autonomous TA compensation or subtract the accumulated TA compensated by autonomous TA compensation during the gap between two neighboring TAC commands. For [Nokia] open loop TA control in RRC connected mode should be applied only in a way that does not impact the closed loop TA control messages. According to [Sony] in setting combination rules, RAN1 should consider the relative age of open versus closed loop TAs. [LG] Support independent TA update for each TA using independent TA control methods.For [CAICT, Sony , Lenovo, Motorola Mobility ] combination of open and closed-loop TA is FFS.
[Moderator’s view] : In RRC_Connected state the NTN UE shall update () so that the cyclic prefix could absorb the propagation delay variation due to satellite movement . With Open loop TA update, the UE compensates the delay so that the residual delay can be absorbed by the CP in use.
That is said, details of combination of open and closed-loop TA should be defined in coordination with  RAN4. Timing requirements for NR NTN are under discussion is current RAN4 meeting. The discussions were already started at RAN4 Meeting #98-bis-e. Remaining FFS and WF from RAN4 #98-bis-e meeting are recalled hereafter:
	RAN4 Meeting #98-bis-e: WF on timing requirements for NR NTN
WF on UE specific TA estimation error:
· UE specific TA estimation accuracy is FFS
· FFS whether the UE specific TA estimation accuracy shall be also defined as a separate accuracy requirement
· Specify UE behavior related to UE specific TA estimation and the detailed behavior is FFS
· FFS on the update periodicity of UE specific TA value
WF on timing requirement:
· UE initial transmit timing error (Te)
· Te requirement in NTN is consist of:
· Same types of errors as terrestrial UE e.g. DL timing estimation accuracy and UL timing setting accuracy. and;
· fic estimation accuracy;
· FFS on whether and how much different relaxations are required for different sets of SCS of SSB and SCS of uplink signals
· It is the total NTN UE Te error that decides UL performance, no matter the source of inaccuracy.
· N_TA_offset
· The existing N_TA offset value defined in Table 7.1.2-2 in TS38.133 can be reused in NTN
· Gradual timing adjustment 
· FFS whether to define new gradual timing adjustment requirements for NTN UE 
· FFS whether and how to count the maximum delay variation for the round trip delay; 
· FFS: whether define different requirements for different NTN topologies in terms of, e.g. GEO, MEO, LEO, HAPS, HIBS, altitude, elevation angles for feeder/service links, UE speed, etc;
· FFS the reference timing  for the Gradual timing adjustment in NTN
· One shot timing adjustment
· Not introduce one shot timing adjustment requirement for NTN UE
WF on TA adjustment accuracy requirement:
· In RRC_idle mode
· FFS whether to define TA adjustment accuracy requirement;
· In RRC_CONNECTED mode 
· Option 1: Reuse the existing TA adjustment accuracy requirement defined in TS 38.133 with considering of UL timing quantization accuracy.
· Option 2: FFS on whether relax the TA adjustment accuracy requirement.
· FFS on UE position and satellite position estimation error;
· FFS on propagation delay change from a slot when UE received timing advance command to a slot when the indicated TA.



Based on companies’ proposals submitted to RAN1#105-e and in view of the RAN4’s WF on timing requirements for NR NTN , the initial proposal is made as follows:
Initial Proposal 6-1:
In RRC_CONNECTED state in NR NTN:
· NTA update based on TA Command  field in msg2/msgB and MAC CE TA command is used for UL timing alignment correction as in NR Release 16.
· FFS: Whether some enhancements are needed .e.g. new gradual timing adjustment in NTN
· NTA,UE-specific is updated autonomously by the UE based on its GNSS acquired position and satellite ephemeris
· The UE calculates the NTA,UE-specific (in Tc units) as follows:
· where  is the DL service link delay of the signal to which the UE local time reference is synchronized and  is the UL service link delay of the UL signal to which the UE applies the TA.
· NTA,common is updated autonomously by the UE based on common TA parameters broadcast on SIB 
· FFS: Common TA parameters
· FFS: How the UE calculates/update the NTA,common

Companies are encouraged to provide their comments on initial Proposal 6-1:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support proposal

	Intel
	OK with the proposal

	OPPO
	For NTA , it should be updated considering the positive and negative value in mag2/mag B same as updated in MAC-CE. Because when the  NTA is starts to update after the initial access, there may be overestimated or underestimated.
For UE specific TA, it may not be necessary to discuss the formula for calculation. It can be left for UE implementation. 

	Samsung
	We are basically okay for this proposal.
· NTA: OK. FFS can be removed.
· NTA,UE-specific: the definition of  are unclear. 
· NTA,common: can be determined after the decision of drift rate discussion.

	LG
	Regarding NTA, we are fine with the proposal, but we think the first FFS sub-bullet is not necessary. 
Regarding UE specific TA, we agree with OPPO. It is reasonable to leave it as an UE implementation.
Regarding common TA, it can be discussed after the issue #1 and #2 is determined. 
By the way, we can discuss further which DL signal/channel can be used for signalling the common TA and/or the common TA parameters, e.g., SIB1 and/or SIB-x and/or dedicated RRC signalling, etc. 

	CMCC
	Regarding NTA update, disagree. In our view, the legacy MAC CE TA command as in NR Release 16 and the enhanced MAC CE TA command consists of  to be both supported, where,  indicates a delta TA, and indicates a TA drift rate.
Regarding NTA,UE-specific, we are fine in principle.
Regarding NTA,common, disagree. The assumption that UE frequently read the common TA parameters on broadcasted SIB in connected mode may be not valid.
According to TS 38.214 Clause 5.1, the UE is not expected to read SIB during a process of autonomous SI acquisition when it is overlapped with PDSCH scheduled with C-RNTI, MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI.
	On a frequency range 1 cell, the UE shall be able to decode a PDSCH scheduled with C-RNTI, MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI and, during a process of P-RNTI triggered SI acquisition, another PDSCH scheduled with SI-RNTI that partially or fully overlap in time in non-overlapping PRBs, unless the PDSCH scheduled with C-RNTI, MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI requires Capability 2 processing time according to clause 5.3 in which case the UE may skip decoding of the scheduled PDSCH with C-RNTI, MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI. 
The UE is expected to decode a PDSCH scheduled with C-RNTI, MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI during a process of autonomous SI acquisition.


Regarding common TA is timing varying parameters, the field may be excluded when determining changes in system information, i.e. changes of common TA parameters should neither result in system information change notifications nor in a modification of valueTag in SIB1, just like timeInfoUTC field in SIB9.
Hence, common TA parameter update may be carried during a process of autonomous SI acquisition, and UE is not required to read it in time. Thus, NTA,common updated autonomously by the UE based on common TA parameters broadcast on SIB can not be assumed.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	First component of the Initial proposal 6-1 is OK to us.
The second component we would prefer is described in a more generic format that matches the intention. That is, is simply describes the delay that the UE need to compensate, and then we leave the conversion into N_TA,UE-specific to UE implementation.
For the third component we would prefer to have the description open to the fact that the UE autonomously determines the N_TA,common from provided parameters (and thereby avoid coupling it directly to the TA parameters).

	Panasonic
	We support the proposal.

	Apple
	Generally fine with the direction of the proposal. We may need to clarify the difference between  and 

	Qualcomm
	On the second bullet, it is preferred to describe what is considered as the service link RTD for a transmission in a more general way. 
We don’t see the need of the third bullet as it is already captured in previous agreement(s).

	Ericsson
	We are fine with the proposal except that “e.g. new gradual timing adjustment in NTN” in the FFS could be removed since the gradual timing adjustment is under RAN4 responsibility. (Also, it should be applied to the total TA, not the closed-loop TA specifically.)

	Sony
	Support proposal.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	We share similar views with several other companies that it is up to UE implementation to calculate NTA,UE-specific. For new gradual timing adjustment in NTN, it is not clear what should be done in RAN. We expect this will be defined by RAN4.




Details of combination of open and closed-loop TA should be defined in coordination with  RAN4. Therefore the initial proposal is to send an LS to RAN4:
Initial Proposal 6-2:
Send an LS to RAN4 to enquire details of combination of open and closed-loop TA.

Companies are encouraged to provide their comments on Initial Proposal 6-2 :
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	First conclude the FFS in RAN1

	LG
	Agree with MediaTek.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	According to our understanding, we do not need to ask RAN4 on this topic. We would not expect any timing related requirements to be changed here. RAN1 should simply apply the needed changes to ensure that the combination of open loop and closed loop TA adjustments does not violate existing timing requirements.

	ZTE
	Agree with MTK, and we need to deal with details on the solution design. Otherwise, all thing will be coupled without any progress.

	Panasonic
	Agree

	Qualcomm
	We can conclude on a baseline assumption (UE always add the accumulated TA command and UE autonomous TA) and ask RAN4 if there are any concerns

	Ericsson
	We do not think an LS to RAN4 will help at this point.

	Lenovo/MM
	We share similar view with MTK that we should first have a clear picture then we can ask RAN4 accuracy related issue.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree with others that there is no need to send the LS now.




[bookmark: _Toc73044298]Updated proposal based on company views (First round of email discussions)
Based on the views expressed during the first round of email discussions, several companies  share the view that it is up to UE implementation to calculate NTA,UE-specific.
[Moderator] share the same view as highlighted by Ericsson in R1-2104811  and copied hereafter: to accurately calculate the service link delay, it is necessary to take into account that the UL and DL signals are offset in time and therefore subject to different service link delays
	[Ericsson R1-2104811]:
[bookmark: _Ref71045125]UE-specific TA, 
The purpose of the UE-specific TA is to compensate for the RTT of the service link. The UE-specific TA is autonomously determined by the UE based on GNSS-acquired UE position and serving satellite position from broadcast ephemeris.
As discussed in Section 2, to accurately calculate the service link delay, it is necessary to take into account that the UL and DL signals are offset in time and therefore subject to different service link delays. It is also necessary to take into account when calculating the service link delay that the satellite moves during the transmission across the service link.

where  and  are the DL and UL service link delays derived by the UE, respectively.



Based on the expressed view during the first round of email discussions, the updated proposal is given hereafter:
Updated Proposal 6:
In RRC_CONNECTED state in NR NTN:
· NTA update based on TA Command  field in msg2/msgB and MAC CE TA command is used for UL timing alignment correction as in NR Release 16.
· FFS: Whether some enhancements are needed 
· NTA,UE-specific is updated autonomously by the UE based on its GNSS acquired position and satellite ephemeris
· The UE calculates the NTA,UE-specific (in Tc units) as follows:
· where  is the DL service link delay of the signal to which the UE local time reference is synchronized and  is the UL service link delay of the UL signal to which the UE applies the TA.
· NTA,common is updated autonomously by the UE based on the parameters acquired from SIB 
· FFS: How the UE calculates/update the NTA,common

· UE always add the accumulated TA command and UE autonomous TA

Companies are encouraged to provide their comments on Updated  Proposal 6:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support proposal

	CATT
	The third bullet to be changed as 
· NTA,common is updated autonomously by the UE based on the parameters acquired from SIB 
· When SIB has not signalled the NTA,common, NTA,common=0
· FFS: How the UE calculates/update the NTA,common
The reason is that NTA,common can  be indicated, or not, but should not be mandoratly broadcasted.

Regarding the equation of second bullet:

It is hard to understand why DL and UL should be different. In the moment of UE calculation TA, the delay of DL and UL should be same and updated simultaneously. 

	APT
	Support.
To be clear, “UE always add the accumulated TA command and UE autonomous TA” means for every (initial) UL transmission, UE shall apply the latest and valid TA value, including NTA, NTA, UE-specific, and NTA, common.

	Xiaomi
	Support this proposal.

	ZTE
	Sorry for missing the input in the 1st round for Initial Proposal 6-1:
W.r.t the Updated Proposal 6 above, we have some concerns:
1. For the FFS under the 1st bullet: Since the main bullet is already claimed to be same in NR R16, it’s not clear on the needs and intention to add this FFS. We prefer to remove it.
2. The  refers to the UE specific TA between the satellite and UE. For each UL transmission (e.g., at actually timing t), the UE will calculate the corresponding value based on the obtained satellite ephemeris and its own location. In this case, with well-defined applicable timing instant for each parameter, this value is assumed to be calculated by UE self.  No needs to introduce additional description for DL and UL, separately.
3. For the FFS under the 3rd bullet for N_ta_common: since the value of common TA will be indicated by network directly. Only the details equation on the update the of this value matters with consideration on the drift rate. Then following modification is preferred:
FFS: How the UE calculates to update the NTA,common


	Panasonic
	In principle, we agree.
However, we have a concern with the last bullet which currently says, “UE always add the accumulated TA command and UE autonomous TA”
“Always” is problematic since the accumulated TA command is not applied to PRACH transmission in RRC connected in Rel.15/16. Hence we propose to reword the last bullet as follows 
· UE always add the accumulated TA command and UE autonomous TA except for the random access procedure
· FFS for PRACH transmission in RRC connected and the applicability to Msg2.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	For UE-specific TA determination in the second bullet, we think it is up to UE implementation, i.e. the sub-bullets are not necessary.
For the third bullet, we agree with ZTE’s modification.

	LG
	Regarding NTA, we are fine with the proposal, but we think the first FFS sub-bullet is not necessary. 
Regarding UE specific TA, it is reasonable to leave it as an UE implementation.
Regarding common TA, it can be discussed after the issue #2 is determined. 
Regarding last main bullet, it is unclear to us, so it should be clarified further.
By the way, we can discuss further which DL signal/channel can be used for signalling the common TA and/or the common TA parameters, e.g., SIB1 and/or SIB-x and/or dedicated RRC signalling, etc. 

	OPPO
	Agree with Huawei and LG that the TA calculation can be left for UE implementation. 

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	It seems that our first set of comments were not even considered for the marginal update of the proposal. Hence we provide a slightly updated response here:
First component of the Initial proposal 6-1 is OK to us.
The second component we would prefer is described in a more generic format that matches the intention. That is, is simply describes the delay that the UE need to compensate, and then we leave the conversion into N_TA,UE-specific to UE implementation. Hence, no need to have the second bullet as it is captured here.
For the third component we would prefer to have the description open to the fact that the UE autonomously determines the N_TA,common from provided parameters (and thereby avoid coupling it directly to the TA parameters).
Alternatively, the entire TA calculation can be left for UE implementation as pointed out by Huawei, LG and OPPO. After all, it is the UE’s responsibility to ensure that signals are received with timing requirements as imposed by RAN4.

	Apple
	Fine with the proposal in general. 
The difference between  and  may need to be clarified. In our view, service link delay is same for DL and UL at the time UE determines the TA. Also, we are fine with the suggestions from other companies that UE-specific TA is up to UE implementation, and no detailed descriptions are needed. 

	Sony
	Support proposal

	Ericsson
	We support the proposal. Regarding the expression for UE-specific TA, it is important to calculate DL and UL delay separately. The DL part compensates for the offset of the local time reference in the UE relative to time reference of the satellite. This is determined by the service link delay when the UE synchronizes with the DL signal. The UL part compensates for delay of the UL signal to transmit, which is determined by the service link delay at transmission time. Since there is typically a time offset between DL synchronization and UL transmission, separate DL and UL delay terms are needed.

	CMCC
	Regarding the first bullet on NTA, we are fine in principle. FFS is needed.
Regarding the second bullet on NTA,UE-specific, we are fine in principle.
Regarding the third bullet on NTA,common, since according to current specification (TS 38.214 Clause 5.1), the UE is not expected to read SIB during a process of autonomous SI acquisition when it is overlapped with PDSCH scheduled with C-RNTI, MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI, thus, some specification enhancement to ensure UE can reliably read broadcasted SIB carrying updated NTA,common may be needed, e.g., 
Alt 1): When UE to calculates/update the NTA,common is under network control, and gNB can avoid scheduling PDSCH scheduled with C-RNTI, MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI in the slot(s) overlapped with PDSCH scheduled with SI-RNTI for NTA,common update by implementation.
Alt 2): UE is arrowed to skip decoding of the scheduled PDSCH with C-RNTI, MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI, if they are overlapped with PDSCH scheduled with SI-RNTI for NTA,common update.




[bookmark: _Toc73044299]Updated proposal based on company views (2nd round of email discussions)
Several companies were supportive of the Updated Proposal 6. But still the expression used for UE-specific TA needs more clarification. As highlighted by Ericsson it is important to calculate DL and UL delay separately. The companies are encourage to refer to [Ericsson R1-2104811] to get more details. The proposal may also needs to be completed by the formula to be used for Common TA calculation. But of course this would be possible only when Issue#1 and Issue#2 are solved.

FL recommendation 6: 
Companies are encouraged to review the Updated Proposal 6 and provide inputs to RAN1#106-e on the following aspects:
· The formula to be used for UE-specific TA
· The formula to be used for Common TA
· Whether some enhancements are needed regarding NTA update
· RAN1 working assumption would be that the UE always add the accumulated TA command and UE autonomous TA. BUT the group needs to check if there is any concern.


[bookmark: _Toc73044300]Issue#7 : NTN UE Time Alignment Timers
The legacy timeAlignmentTimer is used for closed loop TA update. Similarly specific timers may be needed for open loop TA update. 
This issue was discussed in RAN1#104-bis-e. Ccompanies were open to discuss the need of validly timer after the signalling of ephemeris, common TA, and requirements are clearer. The following FL recommendation was made:
FL recommendation 7: 
Companies are encouraged provide inputs to RAN1#105-e about the need of the validity timers for Common TA and UE specific TA

Regarding the Time Alignment Timers for NTN UE these proposals were submitted to RAN1#105-e:
	Companies
	Proposals

	THALES
	Proposal 5: A validity timer configured for Common TA defines the maximum time during which the UE can track the Common RTD without having acquired new assistance information to be used for Common TA calculation.
· This timer is restarted each time the UE receives new assistance information.
· The UE assumes that it has lost uplink synchronization if this timer expires and assistance information is not available.


	MediaTek Inc.
	Proposal 4: NTN UE time alignment timer for re-acquisition of the satellite ephemeris on NTN SIB is configured by the network.

Proposal 5: Before it can be discussed whether there is a need for a validity timer configured for common TA tracking tracking, it is needed to discuss the aspects that are relevant for common TA tracking. 

Proposal 6: The common TA parameters can be signalled on the same SIB with the PV/ephemeris information, in which case the validity timer if used can be common to both information.

	OPPO
	Proposal 8: Two timers are introduced to ensure the accuracy of  and .

	Nokia
	Proposal 11: A validity timer configured for both UE-specific TA and Common TA defining the maximum time during which the UE can track the RTD on service link and Common RTD without having acquired new ephemeris or assistance information shall be used.
· This validity timer is restarted each time the UE receives new ephemeris and assistance information to be used for Common TA estimation.
· The UE assumes that it has lost uplink synchronization if this timer expires and new ephemeris and assistance information is not available.
Proposal 12: RAN2 to study whether the TA timer can be also used as a validity timer for open-loop update of both UE-specific TA and Common TA.

	ZTE
	Proposal 6: Indication of on the valid time for satellite ephemeris data is preferred instead of UE-specific TA.
Proposal 7: Configuration on the validity timer should be supported for common TA and common TA drift rate, and it will be started/restarted when a common TA or common TA drift rate is activated


	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 5: Support indication of TA validity timer value in the TA indication message

	LG Electronics
	Proposal 5. Support separate validity timers for common TA and UE specific TA in Rel-17 NTN.

	Asia Pacific Telecom, FGI, ITRI, III
	Proposal 8	For RACH, no validity timer for common TA is needed, if common TA is provided in SIB1, and if common TA update triggers SI change indication, then UE shall update common TA by re-acquiring SIB1 after receiving a short message in its paging occasion.
Proposal 9	For RRC_CONNECTED, no validity timer for common TA is needed if common TA is provided in SIB1 and if common TA update triggers SI change indication.
Proposal 10	No validity timer for UE-specific TA is needed if a GNSS measurement gap is supported for the L band. NW and UE shall share a common understanding of when to update GNSS and ephemeris.


[bookmark: _Toc73044301]Company views
[THALES] proposed to introduce a validity timer for Common TA 
According to [MediaTek ] before it can be discussed whether there is a need for a validity timer configured for common TA tracking tracking, it is needed to discuss the aspects that are relevant for common TA tracking. [MediaTek ] proposed to introduce  NTN UE time alignment timer for re-acquisition of the satellite ephemeris.
[OPPO, Nokia, LG] proposed to introduce both timers 
For [ZTE] Indication of on the valid time for satellite ephemeris data is preferred instead of UE-specific TA. And proposed to support the validity timer for common TA.
[Lenovo, Motorola Mobility] Support indication of TA validity timer value in the TA indication message.
[Asia Pacific Telecom, FGI, ITRI, III] do not support the introduction of validity timer for Common TA and for UE-specific TA.
From [Moderatos’s perspective]: 
For  update, the Common TA parameters acquired in the SIB will be valid only during a validity time period which depends on the maximum tolerable error on common TA estimation which is depending on the method adopted for feeder link timing drift handling (issue#1). At the reception of new Common TA parameters, the UE shall start/restart related timer. At expiry of this timer a new acquisition of Common TA estimation assistance information is required
For UE specific TA update the UE needs to acquire satellite ephemeris and use its own propagator to predict its specific TA during a certain time period without the need of acquiring new ephemeris data. The newly acquired ephemeris data will be valid only  during a period depending on propagator model used by the UE and the maximum tolerable error on the estimation of N_(TA,UE-specific). But as the orbital propagator model to be used at UE side is left to implementation as per the conclusion made in RAN1#104-bis-e, it will be difficult to configure a validity Timer for UE specific TA if the orbital propagator model used at UE side is not known by the Network.

Based on the above, the following  Initial Proposal is made:
Initial proposal 7:
A validity timer configured for Common TA defines the maximum time during which the UE can apply the Common TA without having acquired new Common TA parameters to be used for Common TA calculation.
· This timer is restarted each time the UE receives new assistance information.
· The UE assumes that it has lost uplink synchronization if this timer expires and assistance information is not available.

FFS: NTN UE time alignment timer for re-acquisition of the satellite ephemeris on NTN SIB is configured by the network.
Companies are encouraged to provide their comments and views on Initial Proposal 7:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support proposal if FFS part can be included with dropping FFS. Based on Issue #2, the curve fitting algorithm may lead to different performance and is implementation dependent. The UE has no way to know how long the common TA parameters are valid. It may depend on the orbit, elevation angle, prediction method in the Gatway/gNB, … 
FFS: NTN UE time alignment timer for re-acquisition of the satellite ephemeris on NTN SIB is configured by the network.

	Intel
	In principle we support the proposal. However, timers are usually discussed in RAN2. In RAN1 we can make agreement on the need of such timer and RAN2 should do relevant work to specify it. So, we prefer the following proposal:
Modified proposal 7:
A validity timer for common TA is needed to avoid loss of uplink time synchronisation
· A validity timer configured for Common TA defines the maximum time during which the UE can apply the Common TA without having acquired new Common TA parameters to be used for Common TA calculation.
· This timer is restarted each time the UE receives new assistance information.
· The UE assumes that it has lost uplink synchronization if this timer expires and assistance information is not available.

FFS: NTN UE time alignment timer for re-acquisition of the satellite ephemeris on NTN SIB is configured by the network.

	OPPO
	Support

	Samsung
	RAN2 can discuss the issues related to UE behaviour about timers.

	Xiaomi 
	Support 

	LG
	Support the proposal
Also, we prefer to support another validity timer for UE specific TA.

	CMCC
	In our view, in the case gNB unknowns when UE starts/restarts the timer, the UE may miss to read SIB carrying common TA parameters/ satellite ephemeris when it is overlapped with PDSCH scheduled with C-RNTI, MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI, thus, timer based solution seems unreliable.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	We could support the proposal where one validity timer is configured, and this timer should be used for both Common TA and satellite ephemeris information. Both information will be used together by the UE to adjust its UL transmission in time. If one of the two timers would expire first, the UE would anyway assume it has lost UL synchronization. Thus we do not see the reason for having separate timers for Common TA and ephemeris information. 

	ZTE
	We are supportive to introduce the valid timer for common TA as mentioned in the main bullet. Other details can be up to RAN2’s decision.

	Panasonic
	Agree

	Qualcomm
	The common TA is totally controlled by the network. Network does not necessarily guarantee the continuity of its signaling. Whenever, it is updated, UE needs to read it. 

	Ericsson
	We are fine with the proposal.
Regarding the FFS, we think that a validity timer for satellite ephemeris is also needed. There might be a need for a reference model for orbit propagation defined in RAN4. The network will know how fast the satellite orbit deviates from the reference model and can set validity timer accordingly. The UE TA accuracy requirements would be tested using the reference model.

	Sony
	Support.

	Lenovo/MM
	From our perspective, there is already a timer for UE to determine whether the UE can maintain uplink synchronization. The existing timer in legacy release corresponding all the effects of UE-specific TA calculation, common TA indication, TAC in MAC CE, etc. We prefer a similar timer as in legacy release is used for NTN rather than a timer for common TA and a timer for the total. We also want to mention that the “total timer” changes over time as the satellite elevation angle changes. The configuration of the total timer can be together with the MAC CE command containing the TAC.

	InterDigital
	It should be discussed in RAN2 as timer will be specified in RAN2 specification if supported. We can send an LS to RAN2 to indicate that the necessity of supporting validity from RAN1 perspective if it is agreed.
We tend to agree with Qualcomm that the common TA is fully managed by gNB as well as validity timer (if agreed). gNB should send common TA frequent enough before validity timer expires at the gNB. Given this observation, we don’t see a good justification to support validity timer.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	A validity timer configured for Common TA may not be needed. Common TA will be updated by the network according to its validity. If the UE does not acquire the updated Common TA, the UL timing error will accumulate and when it exceeds the range of TAC, the gNB can stop sending TAC then RLF failure can be triggered by the current timer for TAC.
 A validity Timer for UE specific TA may be dependent on orbital propagator model used at UE, an indication from the UE for the validity according to its capability is more reasonable in order to ensure a common understanding between gNB and UE.

	Spreadtrum
	Support the proposal




[bookmark: _Toc73044302]Updated proposal based on company views (First round of email discussions)
Based on the views expressed during the first round of emails discussions, proposal 7 is updated as follows:
Updated proposal 7:
· A validity timer configured for Common TA defines the maximum time during which the UE can apply the Common TA without having acquired new Common TA parameters to be used for Common TA calculation.
· NTN UE time alignment timer for re-acquisition of the satellite ephemeris on SIB is configured by the network.
FFS: Whether only one validity timer is configured for both Common TA and satellite ephemeris information

Companies are encouraged to provide their comments on Updated  Proposal 7:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support proposal

	CATT
	Support this proposal

	APT
	No need. 
A timer is used to build a common understanding between UE and NW. If common TA and satellite ephemeris are broadcast periodically in SIB, then there is no difference between configuring the periodicity of common TA and configuring this new timer for common TA. If the goal is to avoid UL interference by stopping UL transmission, then the legacy TA timer can work properly (no spec change is needed).

	Xiaomi 
	Support the proposal

	ZTE
	We are fine with the 1st bullet. W.r.t the 2nd one, since different format of satellite ephemeris will be supported via different signalling (as discussed in GTW session, e.g., for handover). More general description is needed and the same description on the validity for these two parameter set is preferred
Then, the proposal above is updated as:
Updated proposal 7:
· A validity timer configured for Common TA by the network defines the maximum time during which the UE can apply the Common TA without having acquired new Common TA parameters to be used for Common TA calculation.
· A validity timer configured for satellite ephemeris by the network defines the maximum time during which the UE can apply the satellite ephemeris without having acquired new satellite ephemeris. 
FFS: Whether only one validity timer is configured for both Common TA and satellite ephemeris information

	Panasonic
	Agree

	Intel
	In principle we agree that the UE may lose UL time synchronization if Satellite ephemeris and Common TA are not updated for a long time. However, in our view the UE behavior in case of such event should be discussed in RAN2 as for other timers.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	We hold the same view that a validity timer configured for Common TA may is not needed for UE. Common TA will be broadcasted by the network according to its validity and UE have to read it whenever system information is updated. The neccessity of validity timer for Common TA is not clear.
Re-acquisition of the satellite ephemeris in SIB is dependent on orbital propagator model applied at UE, it is not clear to us how gNB can configure timer for re-acquisition of the satellite ephemeris without information of UE implementation for ephemeris propagation. One extreme example is that UE just apply liner propagation for simplification. It is more reasonable for the UE to report how long UL timing synchronization can be hold and report to the gNB to ensure a common understanding between gNB and UE.

	LG
	We generally support the proposal. Regarding to FFS point, we prefer to support different validity timers for Common TA and for satellite ephemeris information (or UE specific TA).

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Again, since marginal changes were made to the proposal we reiterate our first viewpoint.
We could support the proposal where one validity timer is configured, and this timer should be used for both Common TA and satellite ephemeris information. Both information will be used together by the UE to adjust its UL transmission in time. If one of the two timers would expire first, the UE would anyway assume it has lost UL synchronization. Thus we do not see the reason for having separate timers for Common TA and ephemeris information.

	Samsung
	We share the similar view with Intel/Huawei. It is not clear the reason why this timer is needed. 

	Sony
	Support proposal

	Ericsson
	We support the proposal.

	
	




[bookmark: _Toc73044303]Updated proposal based on company views (2nd round of email discussions)
On Updated Proposal 7: based on the views expressed via the reflector it seems that some companies need more time to investigate the need of validity timers for satellite ephemeris and Common TA parameters. Therefore, we will come back on this issue in next RAN1e-meeting.
Proposal 7 :
From RAN1 perspective validity timers for satellite ephemeris and common TA are needed to maintain UL
synchronization in NTN:

· A validity timer configured by the network for satellite ephemeris defines the maximum time during which the UE can apply the satellite ephemeris without having acquired new satellite ephemeris. 
· A validity timer configured by the network for Common TA defines the maximum time during which the UE can apply the Common TA without having acquired new Common TA parameters to be used for Common TA calculation.
FFS: Whether only one validity timer is configured for both Common TA and satellite ephemeris information


[bookmark: _Toc73044304]Issue#8: TA reporting
TA reporting was already discussed in during the last two RAN1’s meetings. In RAN1#104-bis-e the following FL recommendation was made: 
Handle TA Reporting proposals under A.I. 8.4.1 or under A.I. 8.4.2 once sufficient progress has been made in A.I. 8.4.1.
Within the contributions to RAN1#105-e, proponents companies provided the following proposals:
	Companies
	Proposals

	MediaTek Inc.
	Proposal 7: Handle TA Reporting proposals under A.I. 8.4.1

	CMCC
	Proposal 12: RAN1 to further study the details of UE reporting TA related information to facilitate network updating K_offset after initial access. The following reporting information can be further studied.
· Option 1: UE location.
· Option 2: UE self-estimated TA ().
· Option 3: the difference value (in unit of slot) between K_offset signaled in system information and a UE specific K_offset as suggest by UE.

	Samsung
	Proposal 5: A mechanism to align T_TA  between the gNB and the UE is adopted, e.g., a UE reports N_(TA,UE-specific) when it updates N_(TA,UE-specific)  or the gNB triggers the UE to update N_(TA,UE-specific) with a granularity of 16∙64∙T_c/2^μ.
Proposal 7: UE’s estimated TA value is reported to gNB by MAC CE.

	LG Electronics
	Proposal 3. Support implicit reporting of UE specific TA estimated by the UE.
•	The different TA (or the range of TA) can be mapped to different ROs (or RO groups).
Proposal 6. RAN1 should discuss how to report the UE specific TA in case when the NTN UE is in RRC_CONNECTED states.

	InterDigital, Inc.
	Proposal-2: support the reporting of the UE-specific TA after initial access.

	Mitsubishi Electric RCE
	Proposal 1: UEs using self-acquired timing advance for initial access signal the pre-compensation value NTA to the network during the initial access process.



[bookmark: _Toc73044305]Company views
From moderator’s view TA Reporting should be handled under A.I. 8.4.1. 
The following FL recommendation is made:
FL recommendation 8:
Handle the issue on TA Reporting under A.I. 8.4.1.  
Companies are encouraged to provide their comments on Moderator’s recommendation 8:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support proposal

	OPPO
	OK

	Samsung
	OK

	Xiaomi
	Ok 

	LG
	OK

	CMCC
	OK

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	If TA reporting is to be supported, it would probably fit better under AI 8.4.1.

	ZTE
	Fine, but this issue should be supported eventually.

	Panasonic
	Agree

	Apple
	Agree

	Qualcomm
	Agree

	Ericsson
	We support the proposal.

	Sony
	Support.

	InterDigital
	Ok

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree

	Spreadtrum
	Support proposal






[bookmark: _Toc73044306]Issue#9: Broadcasting the position of a reference point
Broadcasting the position of a reference point is an alternative solution that would simplify the time and frequency compensation mechanisms was proposed by some companies [Huawei, Ericsson, CMCC]. 
The principles of this UE centric pre-compensation solution is captured in the following observation made by [Ericsson]: If the position of a reference point of the feeder link and the UL and DL carrier frequencies of the feeder link are signalled to the UE, the UE can autonomously determine the time and frequency offset of both the service link and the link between the satellite and the reference point of the feeder link, which would simplify the time and frequency compensation procedures.
	Companies
	Proposals

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 4: Support indication of the location of reference point as an alternative solution for common TA indication.

	CMCC
	Proposal 13: Support broadcasting the position of a reference point of the feeder link with certain artificial bias. A fixed common TA can be additional broadcasted, if needed.

	Ericsson
	Proposal 15	Support broadcasting a reference point of the feeder link and UE autonomous determination of the time and frequency offset of both the service link and the link between the satellite and the reference point of the feeder link.

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Proposal 7: It is not necessary to broadcast the location of reference point and define two types of calculation methods for TA and doppler shift.


[bookmark: _Toc73044307]Company views
From Moderator’s perspective, the main issue with this simple solution is the security and  regulatory aspects. The NTN GW position may or may not be a critical information depending on the deployment scenario. Then, it is essential to support the cases where it is not acceptable to share this information with the users. Further this solution may not work when there are inter-satellite links.
That is said, to move forward and to get more inputs regarding the security / regulatory aspects,  a discussion involving other Working groups i.e SA3 and possibly SA3-LI might be necessary. 
Therefore, the initial proposal is made as follows:
Initial proposal 9
RAN1should send an LS to SA3 , SA1 and  possibly SA3-LI  to get more inputs regarding the security /regulatory aspects if the NTN GW position is broadcast  

Companies are encouraged to provide their comments/views in the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support propopal

	Samsung
	RAN1 needs to discuss whether other additional mechanism is needed or not.

	Xiaomi 
	Broadcasting NTN GW position is not necessary because common TA mechanism has been agreed.

	LG
	Support. RAN1 can discuss this issue further after receiving a response to this LS.

	CMCC
	Support the proposal.
In our view, 
Observation 3: Broadcasting the position of a reference point of the feeder link is beneficial to simplify the time compensation procedures and reduce signaling overhead for frequent update of .
Observation 4: For TA pre-compensation, broadcasting the position of a reference point of the feeder link with certain accuracy is feasible.
Observation 5: Security issue can be fixed by broadcasting the position of a reference point of the feeder link with certain artificial bias.
Proposal 13: Support broadcasting the position of a reference point of the feeder link with certain artificial bias. A fixed common TA can be additional broadcasted, if needed.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	We support sending an LS as indicated in the initial proposal 9. One thing to note is that for the feeder link information that is being discussed under Issue#1 in this document, it is possible for any device to do reverse engineering to derive the GW location, as the FL common delay (including TA drift rate) will provide the propagation delay during a fly-over, and having multiple orbits will allow the UE (or any device) to derive the GW location.

	ZTE
	It’s not prefer to initialize the discussion on other additional mechanism since we have already worked on the one approaches. Otherwise, the efforts will be wasted.
Moreover, from scheduling perspective, it’s not only the security issue for NTN gateway, it’s also related to the broadcast of location of BS. We need to have a clear understanding that there are at least two cases for deployment:
1. Co-located gateway and gNB 
2. Separated gateway and gNB
For these two case, to achieve the DL-UL aligned scheduling, the location of gNB should be broadcast to UE in such additional mechanism.  

	Panasonic
	OK

	Apple
	RAN1 needs to first get consensus that an alternative mechanism (besides common TA broadcast) is needed before sending the LS.

	Ericsson
	Ok

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	As stated in our tdoc, it is not only the security issue but also the unclear motivation to define two types of calculation methods. RAN1 should first discuss whether this new type of calculation method is necessary before sending the LS.



[bookmark: _Toc73044308]Updated proposal based on company views (First round of email discussions)
For the sake of clarification, the intention is not to trigger the discussion on additional mechanism, but only in case this solution would be relevant as backup solution. It is better to send the LS now rather than later . If for any reason we need to consider GW position indication, waiting August ‘s meeting for sending the LS, means the reply would be no earlier than October’s meeting .
The Proposal 9 is updated as follows:
Updated  proposal 9
RAN1should send an LS to SA3 , SA1 and  possibly SA3-LI  to get more inputs regarding the security /regulatory aspects if the NTN GW position is broadcast.
Companies are encouraged to provide their comments/views in the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support proposal

	CATT
	We didn’t see the necessity to have this LS. NTN GW position would be confidential, which is not possible to be broadcasted. Secondly, what is the motivation to have this question? 
For TA compensation, there is already one feasible solution, so no need to have one high risky solution. 

	APT
	Support. Thanks for making this progress.

	Xiaomi 
	RAN1 needs to get consensus on whether an alternative mechanism (besides common TA broadcast) is needed before sending the LS.

	ZTE
	We still have concerns to send this LS, which is not aligned with the FL’s recommendation for issue 1. If majority prefer to take it, as commented before, we need give the whole picture including the relationship between NTN GW location and BS.
#===
Moreover, from scheduling perspective, it’s not only the security issue for NTN gateway, it’s also related to the broadcast of location of BS. We need to have a clear understanding that there are at least two cases for deployment:
3. Co-located gateway and gNB 
4. Separated gateway and gNB
For these two case, to achieve the DL-UL aligned scheduling, the location of gNB should be broadcast to UE in such additional mechanism.  

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	“In case this solution would be relevant as backup solution”. It is not clear what is the case requiring a backup solution. RAN1 needs to discuss on the clear requirements and cases requiring a backup solution before sending the LS.

	Panasonic
	OK

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree with the proposal.

	LG
	Support.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Support sending LS.
Regarding CATT’s concern, one should be aware that providing detailed information for the feeder link delay would also (over time) reveal the GW location, since the satellite position is also revealed. Hence, it would make sense to have the LS towards SA3, SA1 on “confidentiality of GW location” in general (where direct or indirect information on GW location is considered).

	Apple
	We feel RAN1 has to get consensus on the necessity of a backup solution, before sending the LS.  

	Samsung
	RAN1 needs to discuss whether other additional mechanism is needed or not.
If there is no other solution in RAN1 perspective, why should RAN1 send the LS?

	Ericsson
	Support

	CMCC
	Support the proposal.
Regarding ZTE’s concern, in the scenario of separated gateway and gNB, a fixed common TA can be additional broadcasted. In our understanding, a fixed DL-UL unalignment at gNB side is implementable, as the similar scenario can be found in terrestrial network, such as O-RAN.



[bookmark: _Toc73044309]Updated proposal based on company views (2nd round of email discussions)
The Draft LS on broadcast of NTN GW or gNB position was endorsed during the GTW session held on May 27th 
The final version of the LS is uploaded into the inbox and can be found in:
	R1-2106332
	LS on broadcast of NTN GW or gNB position




[bookmark: _Toc73044310]Issue#10 : Common Doppler shift pre/post compensation on the feeder link
In RAN1#103e, it was agreed that an NR NTN UE shall be capable to perform frequency pre-compensation to counter shift the Doppler experienced on the service link. But there is not agreement yet on Doppler shift pre/post compensation on the feeder link. It is not yet clear if it has to be performed by the UE or the Network (gNB and/or GW/Satellite).
This issue was heavily discussed during RAN1#104-bis-e and it was proposed  that the Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated in a way transparent to UE.
The following is proposed by the companies w.r.t to Common Doppler shift pre/post compensation on the feeder link:
	Companies
	Proposals

	THALES
	Proposal 6:The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated in a way transparent to UE.

	PANASONIC R&D Center Germany
	Proposal 5: The Doppler compensation on the feeder link should be transparent to the UE. 


	Spreadtrum Communications
	Proposal 5: The gateway and satellite-payload compensate common Doppler shift / Doppler shift variation over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error in a transparent way to the UE and gNB.

	CATT
	Proposal 9: The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated in a transparent way at least to the UE, whether compensated by the gNB is up to RAN4 decision. 

	MediaTek Inc.
	Proposal 8: The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated in a way transparent to UE.

	CMCC
	Proposal 14: The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated in a way transparent to UE.

	Qualcomm
	Proposal 2: The common Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated in a way transparent to UE.

	Ericsson
	Proposal 13 The gNB may broadcast a parameter giving an additional frequency shift that the UE should apply at transmission. The value of this parameter should be configurable. It may be used for compensating for the Doppler shift observed on the feeder link.
Proposal 14 RAN1 should investigate the possibility of the solution where the gateway pre/post-compensates the feeder link Doppler shift in a way transparent to the gNB and UE.

	Nokia
	Proposal 14: The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error in both DL and UL are compensated by the satellite subsystem in a way transparent at least to the UE and gNB.

	Apple
	Proposal 7: Confirm the working assumption that the gateway and satellite-payload compensate common Doppler shift/Doppler shift variation over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error in a transparent way to UE and gNB. 

	Samsung
	Proposal 11: The gNB can jointly signal common TA drift rate and Doppler shift such as the UE derives Doppler shift from common TA drift rate signaled by gNB or vice versa.

	Xiaomi
	Proposal 6: The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated in a way transparent to UE.

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Proposal 4: The doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both downlink and uplink are compensated in a way transparent to UE.



[bookmark: _Toc73044311]Company views
Many companies [Thales, PANASONIC R&D Center Germany, CATT, MediaTek, CMCC, Qualcomm, Xiaomi, NTT DOCOMO] share the view that that the Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated in a way transparent to UE. Whether it is done in a transparent way to gNB is not a question to be answered by RAN1.
Within its contribution to RAN1#105-e, [Thales] provided inputs on the ephemeris accuracy expected to perform Doppler pre/post-compensation on feeder link. Based on simulation results [Thales] observed that even for a satellite system with “low quality” orbit determination algorithm, challenging operations relying on accurate prediction of satellite trajectories such as Doppler compensation can be performed reliably.
Based on the view expressed on this topic the following proposal is made. It can be taken as a working assumption is which RAN1 can revisit later if it requires update. 

Initial proposal 10
Working assumption:
The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated in a way transparent to UE.

Companies are encouraged to provide their comments on this working assumption in the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support proposal

	Intel
	Support the proposal

	OPPO
	support

	Samsung
	OK

	Xiaomi 
	Support 

	LG
	Support

	CMCC
	Support

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	We would prefer to stick to the working assumption that was discussed (but not formally agreed) at RAN1#104bis-e. Hence, have as working assumption:

The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated in a way transparent at least to the UE and NR gNB.

	ZTE
	This part should also be transparent to gNB. 

	Panasonic
	Agree

	Apple
	Support

	Qualcomm
	Agree

	Ericsson
	We prefer the solution that the gNB may broadcast a parameter giving an additional frequency shift that the UE should apply at transmission.

	Sony
	Support.

	Lenovo/MM
	Support the proposal.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agee. 

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	We are fine with the proposal. Besides, we think that the doppler shift over the feeder link can be compensated by gNB or Gateway or Satellite. 

	Spreadtrum
	Support the proposal



[bookmark: _Toc73044312] Updated proposal based on company views (First round of email discussions)
The majority of companies are supportive or Initial proposal 10.
[Ericsson] prefers to have the gNB to broadcast a parameter giving an additional frequency shift that the UE should apply at transmission.
In Moderato’s view, since Ka/Q/V band are widely used for feeder link operation, having a UE to compensate feeder link Doppler may not be feasible. For example, in case of feeder link with carrier frequency  20 GHz , the two-way Doppler in a feeder link will have a maximal Doppler of 25ppm x 2x 20 GHz= 1 MHz. To compensate such a large Doppler in S band can be problematic.
To take into account Nokia’s concern, the proposal is updated as follows:
Updated proposal 10:
The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated by the GW and Satellite in a way transparent to UE.

Companies are encouraged to provide their comments/views in the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support proposal

	CATT
	Support it.

	APT
	Support

	Xiaomi
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK3][bookmark: OLE_LINK4]We prefer modified proposal “The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated by network in a way transparent to UE.” 

	ZTE
	We still prefer to highlight that such behaviour is also transparent for gNB. Moreover, if the intention that such functionality will be done GW and satellite without any spec impact including RAN4’s specification since both GW and satellite will not be defined as 3GPP node according to RAN3 architecture. Then, we prefer to take it as conclusion with following updates:
Conclusions:
The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated by the GW and Satellite by implementation without any specification impacts in Rel-17 in a way transparent to UE.


	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Support

	Panasonic
	In principle we are fine with the proposal, but we prefer the following modification

Updated proposal 10:
The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated by the network in a way transparent to UEs.  Note that the network decides among GW, Satellite and gNB, if the Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is also transparent to the gNB.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	We are basically fine with the modification proposed by ZTE.

	LG
	Support

	OPPO
	OK

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	For updated proposal 10, Nokia is in general fine with the proposal. If we go for the conclusion as suggested by ZTE, we would prefer that the part of “by implementation” is removed. As a starting point, we do not really care how this is achieved – we just want to conclude on what can be observed from the 3GPP system. Hence:
Conclusion:
The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated by the GW and Satellite by implementation without any specification impacts in Rel-17 in a way transparent to UE.



	Apple
	Agree

	Samsung
	OK

	Sony
	Support

	Ericsson
	We prefer the solution that the gNB may broadcast a parameter giving an additional frequency shift that the UE should apply at transmission.
But for the sake of progress, we can accept the conclusion proposed by ZTE, with removal of “by implementation” as proposed by Nokia.
Conclusion:
The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated by the GW and Satellite by implementation without any specification impacts in Rel-17 in a way transparent to UE.

	CMCC
	We are fine with the proposal if compensation of the Doppler shift over the feeder link by the GW and Satellite is feasible.




[bookmark: _Toc73044313] Updated proposal based on company views (2nd round of email discussions)
Issue#10 was discussed during the GTW session on May 25th . The following Conclusion was made: 
Conclusion:
The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated by the GW and satellite-payload without any specification impacts in Release 17.


[bookmark: _Toc73044314]Issue#11: Indication of common frequency pre-compensation offset on DL service link
In RAN1#104-e, the following conclusion was made:
	Conclusion:
If DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler is applied, indication of the amount of frequency compensation is necessary.
•	FFS: support of DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler.



Regarding the FFS in the conclusion above, as already discussed in [TR38.821] It was observed via simulations that for DL initial synchronization, robust performance can be provided by the SSB design in Rel-15 in case of GEO and LEO with beam specific pre-compensation of common frequency shift :
	[bookmark: _Toc69116329][bookmark: _Toc26620959][bookmark: _Toc30079771][bookmark: _Toc73044315][TR38.821] :
[bookmark: _Toc73044316]6.3.2	DL synchronization
According to the simulation assumptions in Table 6.1.2-1, the performance evaluation on the DL synchronization performance is conducted. The corresponding results from [43], [44], [45], [46], [47] are summarized in [48]. It is observed that for DL initial synchronization, robust performance can be provided by the SSB design in Rel-15 in case of GEO and LEO with beam specific pre-compensation of common frequency shift, e.g., conducted with respect to the spot beam center at network side, respectively. 
However, for the LEO without pre-compensation of the frequency offset, additional complexity is needed at UE receiver to achieve robust DL initial synchronization performance based on Rel-15 SSB. No further enhancement on the SSB is needed.
Additionally, w.r.t the performance on the DL timing/frequency tracking, no issues have been identified based on Rel-15/16 NR design. Potential optimization can be further considered in potential normative phase if necessary.



This issue was discussed in RAN1#104-bis-e and the detail on signalling is still remained to be discussed.
Several companies shared the view that a common signalling for both earth-fixed and earth-moving cells is preferred. 
It means that for both earth-fixed and earth-moving cells the amount of frequency that has been pre-compensated in DL, relative to the nominal DL Tx frequency, shall be indicated to the UE.

The most challenging case is the Earth-fixed cell: In this case if DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler is applied, gNB needs to periodically update and broadcast the DL pre-compensated frequency offset (FO). This pre-compensated  FO is time-varying in case of Earth fixed cell.

The pre-compensated  FO will be used by the UE to perform its own estimation of the residual Doppler experienced on the DL. The UE needs to know this residual Doppler to be able to generate  UL frequency carrier for its uplink transmission. Any residual error will lead to a UE transmit frequency error twice in the uplink.

Therefore, the UE shall acquire the broadcast pre-compensated  Frequency offset (FO) and performs .e.g a first order approximation to self-calculate the pre-compensated  FO. Hence, the network needs to also indicate the drift rate of common pre-compensated FO. The error on self-calculated pre-compensated FO should be within a specified threshold .e.g 10% 0,1 ppm, that is 0.01 ppm.

As a consequence, If DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler is supported, in case of Earth-fixed cell, the UE needs to frequently acquire the SIB to retrieve common pre-compensated FO parameters. every 2.3 seconds Based on simulation [2].

Therefore, in case of Earth fixed cell two Way-forwards could be envisaged:

WF 1:  Indicate the beam-specific ECEF co-ordinates of a fixed Reference Point w.r.t the common Doppler shift experienced on the DL service link is pre-compensated by the gNB. The UE will assume that the pre-compensation changes continuously with time. Thereby,  the gNB DL frequency needs to be periodically updated so that the deviation between the UE self-calculated DL pre-compensation (based on indicated beam-specific ECEF co-ordinates and Satellite ephemeris) and actual pre-compensation remains within a defined threshold e.g. 10% of 0.1PPM.

WF2: Similar to Earth moving cell, the amount of frequency that has been pre-compensated in DL, relative to the nominal DL Tx frequency, shall be indicated to the UE. But in this case as mentioned above, the UE needs to frequently acquire the SIB to retrieve common pre-compensated FO parameters. every 2.3 seconds. Which make this is WF questionable.

In all case, RAN1 to consider also indication to UE regarding frequency pre-compensation performed at neighbouring cells/beams.

Bases on the above another possible WF:

WF 3:  based on the following observation made in [R1-1909479] and recalled hereafter:
Observation 1: For the DL synchronization in NTN: 
· SSB design in Rel-15 can provide the robust performance (i.e., synchronization) in following cases
· GEO
· With pre-compensation for LEO 
· Note: The above observation can be revised if proved by other results
· FFS: Without pre-compensation for LEO
· With consideration on, e.g., latency, complexity for SSB detection
A possible way forward is to deprioritize support of DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler in Release 17. 

Companies proposals regarding Issue#11 are collected in the following table:

	Companies
	Proposals

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 7: The indicate DL frequency pre-compensation is normalized to a predefined subcarrier spacing.
Proposal 9: To reduce the signaling overhead, only DL pre-compensation indication is needed and sufficient for UL frequency alignment. 

	THALES
	Proposal 7:  Deprioritize support of DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler in Release 17.

	CATT
	Proposal 8: Common Doppler shift compensation value of DL and UL for service link can be indicated to UE, which can be defined with Khz granularity

	MediaTek Inc.
	Proposal 9: Deprioritize support of DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler in Release 17.

	CMCC
	Proposal 15: Support indication of DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler, i.e.,
· If NR NTN gNB applies frequency pre-compensation in DL, the gNB should broadcast a parameter giving the amount of frequency pre-compensation. This parameter should indicate the TX frequency offset at the satellite transmitter relative to the nominal DL TX frequency of the service link.

	OPPO
	Proposal 9: It is preferential to consider the granularity of frequency compensation in kHz.
Proposal 10: Indication the amount of frequency compensation should base on the SCS.

	Ericsson
	Proposal 12	If gNB applies frequency pre-compensation in DL, the gNB should broadcast a parameter giving the amount of pre-compensation. This parameter should indicate the TX frequency offset at the satellite transmitter relative to the nominal DL TX frequency of the service link.

	Nokia
	Proposal 15: In the downlink a common frequency offset on service link is pre-compensated to limit the UE search space for the synchronization signals.
Proposal 16: The amount of common frequency pre-compensation in DL in a cell may be indicated to the UE and thereby be used for determining the amount of UL frequency pre-compensation. 
Proposal 17: A common signaling should be used to indicate the amount of applied frequency pre-compensation in DL for both earth-moving and earth-fixed cells. 

	Apple
	Proposal 8: In downlink transmissions, support gNB pre-compensates and indicates a frequency offset for the service link Doppler shift with respect to a reference point.

	ZTE
	Proposal 9: To enabling the UL synchronization for frequency, network should periodically broadcast the amount of frequency compensation in a 12 bit field when DL frequency pre-compensation is applied on service link

	Xiaomi
	Proposal 4: Pre-compensation value for DL frequency should be indicated by network.

	Sharp
	Proposal 1: Unless we have further evidence the UE PSS/SSS search on initial access takes an unacceptable amount of time, perhaps more than “a few” seconds, greatly increases UE complexity, or is otherwise shown to be seriously detrimental, we propose UE post-compensating for fD,NU, and avoid gNB/gateway or serving satellite pre-compensation for fD,NU. In this way, we avoid the signaling issues involved here as well as any implementation complexities for fD,NU pre-compensation .

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Proposal 5: DL doppler shift partial pre-compensation on service link at NW side is supported at least for high frequency band.

	Asia Pacific Telecom, FGI, ITRI, III
	Proposal 11	For earth-moving cells, proving a fixed value of DL frequency compensation on the service link at the NW side shall be supported to enhance UL frequency pre-compensation at the UE side.
Proposal 12	For quasi-earth-fixed cells, leveraging a fixed reference location of a cell agreed in RAN2 for indicating DL frequency compensation on the service link at the NW side shall be supported.



[bookmark: _Toc73044317]Companies views
On issue 11, the detail on signalling is still remained to be discussed.
Only few companies provided some inputs on the signalling of the amount of frequency compensation in DL service link:
[ZTE] proposed that network should periodically broadcast the amount of frequency compensation in a 12 bit field when DL frequency pre-compensation is applied on service link.
[Thales] observed If DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler is supported, in case of Earth-fixed cell, the UE needs to frequently acquire the SIB to retrieve common pre-compensated FO parameters and at least 19 bits are needed to indicate the amount of frequency compensation and associated drift rate.
 According to [Oppo, CATT] it is preferential to consider the granularity of frequency compensation in kHz.
[Huawei] The indicate DL frequency pre-compensation is normalized to a predefined subcarrier spacing.
[Thales and MediaTek ] proposed to deprioritize support of DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler in Release 17.
Based on the above the initial proposal is made as follows:
Initial Proposal 11:
Discuss whether to deprioritize support of DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler in Release 17.

Companies are encouraged to provide their comments and views in the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler in Release 17 can be de-prioritized. One benefit is that not applying DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler removes the Doppler discontinuity. This simplifies the AFC tracking algorithm in LEO system with smaller beams. If DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler is not applied, the synchronization algorithm convergence times are still reasonable. 

	Intel
	In our view there is no need to make agreement on de-posterization at this stage. 

	Samsung
	Share the same view with Intel.

	Xiaomi
	We think it is no need to deprioritize this. 

	LG
	Agree with Intel and Samsung.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	We believe DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler should be supported in Rel-17 and the amount of pre-compensation should be indicated to the UE. This feature will prevent the UEs from having to deal with a very large frequency offset in DL, which would add complexity to the DL synchronization and potentially delay the initial access procedure.  

	ZTE
	Fine to not indicate the value, if the intention is to align the nominal frequency and improve the uplink pre-compensation accuracy, this part can be discussed together with UL post-compensation together and the usage including value of the indicated parameters are needed to be discussed.

	Panasonic
	We do not think that there is a need to deprioritize this now.

	Apple
	We do not think de-prioritization is needed. 

	Ericsson
	We are fine with deprioritizing.

	Lockheed Martin
	We should not de-prioritize this issue at this stage.

	Lenovo/MM
	We think DL frequency pre-compensation for service link shouldn’t be de-prioritized, otherwise, new SSB design may be necessary, which may lead to large spec effort.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	We share similar view with ZTE. 




[bookmark: _Toc73044318]Updated proposal based on company views (First round of email discussions)
Based on first round discussions, it seems that some companies want to not deprioritize support of DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler in Release 17. 
But the group should consider the complexity introduced by the feature in case of earth fixed cell (with time-varying common Doppler on service link): signalling overhead, possible recurrent SIB acquisition,  to consider also indication to UE regarding frequency pre-compensation performed at neighbouring cells/beams.

Updated Proposal 11:
Which of the following WF do you prefer?
· WF1: Similar to Earth moving cell, the amount of frequency that has been pre-compensated in DL, relative to the nominal DL Tx frequency, shall be indicated to the UE. 

Note: In this case , the UE needs to frequently acquire the SIB to retrieve common pre-compensated FO parameters. every 2.3 seconds. Which make this is WF questionable.

· WF 2:  Indicate the beam-specific ECEF co-ordinates of a fixed Reference Point w.r.t the common Doppler shift experienced on the DL service link is pre-compensated by the gNB. 

Note: The UE will assume that the pre-compensation changes continuously with time. Thereby,  the gNB DL frequency needs to be periodically updated so that the deviation between the UE self-calculated DL pre-compensation (based on indicated beam-specific ECEF co-ordinates and Satellite ephemeris) and actual pre-compensation remains within a defined threshold e.g. 10% of 0.1PPM.

· WF3: deprioritize support of DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler in Release 17.

Companies are encouraged to provide their comments and views in the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	WF3. It is not essential and questionable the need for common frequency pre-compensation offset on DL service link.

	CATT
	WF1. With this indication, UE can be able to separate the clock error and Doppler frequency error. Regarding the complexity, the indication frequency can be controlled. 

	APT
	WF2. (WF1 is acceptable for earth-moving cells)
If the only concern is signaling overhead for quasi-earth-fixed cells, then this RAN2 agreement shall be considered, which aligns with WF2 given above.
Agreements in 8.10.3.3
The location in location-based CHO execution triggering for NTN describes the distance between the UE and the reference location of the cell (serving cell or the target cell). FFS what the reference location of the cell is (e.g., cell center or other) and how this is provided to the UE.
Also, we are not sure UE can find SSB within Channel Raster of 100kHz if the DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler is not supported.

	Xiaomi 
	We prefer WF1.

	ZTE
	WF3, no need to further optimize the frequency issue for DL.

	Panasonic
	We don’t see a need to deprioritize this issue for Release 17. WF1 seems reasonable. RAN1 can discusses countermeasures against frequent SIB updates along the lines for the Common TA, i.e., higher order approximations.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	WF1. DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler should be supported in Rel-17. The tolerance of frequency error is related to SCS, so the amount of pre-compensation should be indicated to the UE normalized to SCS. Indicate ECEF co-ordinates of a fixed reference point can be a candidate for frequency pre-compensation indication if it can reduce the complexity at the UE side.

	OPPO
	Support WF1

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	We prefer WF1.

	Apple
	We do not support de-prioritization. We are fine with WF1 for earth moving cell and WF 2 for earth fixed cell.  

	Ericsson
	WF3.

	CMCC
	We prefer WF1. DL frequency pre-compensation for the service link Doppler is beneficial to prevent the UEs from having to deal with a very large frequency offset in DL, which would add complexity to the DL synchronization and potentially delay the initial access procedure.
It is also preferred to have a unified design for both NR NTN and IoT NTN. For IoT NTN, DL frequency pre-compensation is beneficial to save power consumption for initial DL synchronization for UE in IDLE state.



[bookmark: _Toc73044319]Updated proposal based on company views (2nd round of email discussions)
Only 11 companies provided views during the second round of email discussion:
WF1: [CATT, Xiaomi, Panasonic, Huawei, OPPO, Nokia, Apple (for earth moving cell), CMCC]
WF2: [APT (WF1 is acceptable for earth-moving cells), Apple ( for earth fixed cell)]
WF3: Ericsson, MediaTek, Thales, ZTE
From Moderator’s perspective, if the common DL compensation on service link  is supported we will really introduce unnecessary  complexity to the system especially in case of  the Earth fixed cell. This is kind of performance enhancement that may be discussed in a subsequent Release. 
Further RAN#92E (June) will finalize the scope and project plan to deliver the essential minimum functionality of both NTN NR and NTN IoT within the existing TU allocations. What we are discussing under the issue 11 is not  essential functionality and can be deprioritized in current release.
The Proposal 11 was further discussed via the reflector and was updated as follows. But it seems that some companies need some time to think about it.
Proposal 11 :
Deprioritize support of Common DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler in Release 17

FL recommendation 11:
Companies are encouraged to study the pro and cons of support of  Common DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler. By taking into account the impact on the UE, gNB and the signalling overhead especially in case of  the Earth fixed cell.
· Is support of  Common DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler beneficial and needed?
· Companies are encouraged to provide simulations on the benefits of support of  Common DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler:
Note: the performance evaluation on the DL synchronization performance is conducted during the SI. The corresponding results are summarized in [R1-1909479]. But it seems that they do not clearly show the necessity  of support of  Common DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler
· What would be the reasonable Way forward?
· WF1: Similar to Earth moving cell, the amount of frequency that has been pre-compensated in DL, relative to the nominal DL Tx frequency, shall be indicated to the UE. 

Note: In this case , the UE needs to frequently acquire the SIB to retrieve common pre-compensated FO parameters. every 2.3 seconds. Which make this is WF questionable.

· WF 2:  Indicate the beam-specific ECEF co-ordinates of a fixed Reference Point w.r.t the common Doppler shift experienced on the DL service link is pre-compensated by the gNB. 

Note: The UE will assume that the pre-compensation changes continuously with time. Thereby,  the gNB DL frequency needs to be periodically updated so that the deviation between the UE self-calculated DL pre-compensation (based on indicated beam-specific ECEF co-ordinates and Satellite ephemeris) and actual pre-compensation remains within a defined threshold e.g. 10% of 0.1PPM.

· WF3: deprioritize support of DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler in Release 17.


[bookmark: _Toc73044320]Issue#12: Indication of common compensation frequency offset for Uplink
The necessity of network indication of common frequency offset on UL was not clear to many companies because: It should be further discussed whether the post compensation is for the access link or feeder link:
-If the post compensation is for the feeder link. And if the working assumption on Doppler shift over the feeder link is agreed there is no need to indicate the post compensation.

-If the compensation is for the service link: It was recommended to use UL frequency compensation indication during release-16 NR NTN study Item under the assumption that a UE without GNSS capability cannot estimate residual Doppler. With GNSS capability, there is no need for UL frequency compensation indication if the UE pre-compensation of Doppler is done with sufficient accuracy.

The companies proposals on this issue are collected in the following table:
	Companies
	proposals

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 8: Adopt frequency post/pre-compensation with minimum indication overhead for UL frequency alignment.
Proposal 9: To reduce the ignalling overhead, only DL pre-compensation indication is needed and sufficient for UL frequency alignment. 

	PANASONIC
	Proposal 6: The post-compensation value can be included in common frequency shift relative to the UE frequency source and indicated in SIB to all Ues.

	Spreadtrum Communications
	Proposal 6: Indication of common compensation frequency offset for uplink is not supported.

	Apple
	Proposal 9: UE only pre-compensates its estimated Doppler shift on the service link in its uplink transmissions, and additional network indication of frequency offset to be pre-compensated by UE is not supported.

	Samsung
	Proposal 12: The Gnb indicates the additional UL frequency offset value.

	Xiaomi
	Proposal 5: The residual offset value of UL frequency at the reference point should be indicated by network.



[bookmark: _Toc73044321]Companies views
Few companies provided input on this topic.
[Huawei, Apple, Spreadtrum Communications] proposed  to not indicate post-compensation. Only DL pre-compensation indication is needed and sufficient for UL frequency alignment[Huawei]. 
Companies supportive of the post-compensation indication: [ PANASONIC, Samsung].
According to [Xiaomi] The residual offset value of UL frequency at the reference point should be indicated by network.

Based on the above the Initial proposal is made as follows:
Initial Proposal 12:
Indication of common post-compensation frequency offset for Uplink is not needed

Companies are invited to provide their comments/views in the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support proposal

	Intel
	Support the proposal

	OPPO
	We think whether or not to indicate a common frequency offset is up to Gnb decision. RAN1 should support the function that the Gnb wants UE to compensate a common frequency offset. 

	Samsung
	If “common” refers to the feeder link, then ok.

	Xiaomi 
	We think  indication of common post-compensation frequency offset for Uplink can assistant pre-compensation frequency offset for uplink in the UE side.

	LG
	Support

	CMCC
	In our view, if common frequency post-compensation for Uplink is not supported by the Gnb, indication of such common post-compensation frequency offset for Uplink is not needed.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Indication of a common frequency offset for UL can be beneficial in case of GNSS loss.

	ZTE
	This part can be discussed together with DL pre-compensation together and the usage including value of the indicated parameters are needed to be discussed.

	Panasonic
	The post-compensation value can be included in the common frequency offset relative to the UE frequency source. We prefer to explicitly indicate the employed value to all Ues.

	Apple
	Support the proposal

	Qualcomm
	Support

	Ericsson
	We support the proposal.

	Lenovo/MM
	Support the proposal.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Our views is that is the DL pre-compensation and UL post-compensation can be done with the same value, there is no need to signal both values. But it is still needed if they are different. 

	Spreadtrum
	Support the proposal






[bookmark: _Toc73044322]Updated proposal based on company views (First round of email discussions)
Based on first round discussions, the proposal 12 is updated as follows:
Updated Proposal 12:
Indication of common post-compensation frequency offset for Uplink is not needed

Companies are invited to provide their comments/views in the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support proposal

	CATT
	Indication of a common frequency offset for UL can be beneficial to align UE behaviours. Otherwise, UE should be clearly defined to compensate total UL Doppler offset in the specification. 

	APT
	Support 

	ZTE
	This is coupled with issue-11. Prefer to not indicate both values, otherwise, joint discussion is needed.

	Panasonic
	The post-compensation value can be included in the common frequency offset relative to the UE frequency source. We prefer to explicitly indicate the employed value to all Ues.

	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Our views is that is the DL pre-compensation and UL post-compensation can be done with the same value, there is no need to signal both values. This issue needs to be discussed together with issue 11.

	LG
	Support

	OPPO
	OK

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	This is coupled with issue-11. The essential part is basically that UE performs it UL frequency compensation in a way that it is ensured that the signals received by the UE is within limits imposed by RAN4.

	Apple
	Support

	Samsung
	OK.

	Ericsson
	We support the proposal.

	CMCC
	We support the proposal.



[bookmark: _Toc73044323]Updated proposal based on company views (2nd round of email discussions)
The need common post-compensation frequency offset for Uplink was discussed also via the reflector. It seems that more clarification is needed .We will come back on this issue in the next meeting.
FL Recommendation 12:
On the need and indication of common post-compensation frequency offset for Uplink companies are encouraged to provide inputs to next RAN1 meeting 


[bookmark: _Toc73044324]Issue#13: Close control loop for UL frequency alignment
It was recommended to use UL frequency compensation indication during release-16 NR NTN study Item under the assumption that a UE without GNSS capability cannot estimate residual Doppler. With GNSS capability, there is no need for UL frequency compensation indication if the UE pre-compensation of Doppler is done with sufficient accuracy.
	[bookmark: _Toc69116339][bookmark: _Toc73044325][TR38.821] :
For the UL frequency compensation, at least for LEO system, the following solutions are identified with consideration on the beam specific post-compensation of common frequency offset at the network side:
●	Option-1: Both the estimation and pre-compensation of UE-specific frequency offset are conducted at the UE side. The acquisition of this value can be done by utilizing DL reference signals, UE location and satellite ephemeris.
●	Option-2: The required frequency offset for UL frequency compensation at least in LEO systems is indicated by the network to UE. The acquisition on this value can be done at the network side with detection of UL signals, e.g., preamble



In RAN1#103e, it was agreed to adopt Option-1 discussed in [TR38.821]:
	Agreement:
An NR NTN UE in RRC_CONNECTED states shall be capable of at least using its acquired GNSS position and satellite ephemeris to perform frequency pre-compensation to counter shift the Doppler experienced on the service link.



Since RAN1#104-e, this issue was discussed and some companies want to consider option-2 in [TR38.821] based on a closed loop uplink frequency control.
However, several companies do not see the need for UL frequency control loop. The Moderator recommended for companies willing to support UL frequency control loop should provide more details on the benefits of such mechanism. And the following recommendation was made after the first round of email discussions:
	FL recommendation : RAN1 to further investigate the needs and benefits to support closed-loop UL frequency compensation for GNNS equipped NR NTN UE



Closed-loop frequency control was discussed within 4contributions submitted to RAN1#105-e:
	Companies
	proposals

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 10: For GNSS UE, closed-loop UL frequency compensation is not needed.

	Spreadtrum Communications
	Proposal 7: Close control loop for UL frequency alignment is not needed.

	Qualcomm
	Proposal 3: Support closed-loop frequency control commands by MAC-CE.
Proposal 4: Consider group-common DCI for UL time and frequency control.

	Nokia
	Proposal 19: Study whether closed-loop control for UEs in RRC connected mode should be enabled for UE frequency alignment in UL in case of GNSS loss.


[bookmark: _Toc73044326]Companies views
Few companies provided inputs to RAN1#105e on the support of Closed control loop.
Closed-loop UL frequency compensation is not needed according to [Huawei, Spreadtrum Communications]
According to [Qualcomm]  there will be scenarios where CL UL frequency control would be needed due to UE movement and infrequent GNSS reading. Therefore, [Qualcomm] prosed to support closed-loop frequency control commands by MAC-CE and to consider group-common DCI for UL time and frequency control.
 [Nokia] proposed to further study whether closed-loop control for UEs in RRC connected mode should be enabled for UE frequency alignment in UL in case of GNSS loss.
In  Moderator’s view with GNSS capability, there is no need for closed control loop as long as the UE pre-compensation of Doppler shift is done with sufficient accuracy.
Based on the above, the following proposal is made as follows:

Initial Proposal 13
RAN1 to further investigate the need and benefit to support closed-loop UL frequency compensation

Companies are invited to provide their comments in the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Fine to further investigate need and benefit.

	OPPO
	If the feeder link frequency offset is handled by the gateway, there is no need for close loop UL frequency compensation. 

	Samsung
	We think the additional closed loop compensation is needed for fine tuning similar to TA.

	Xiaomi 
	Ok 

	LG
	Support. And it should be better the “FL recommendation” not “proposal”

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	We support investigating this further in RAN1. Closed-loop UL frequency synchronization can be beneficially for the case of GNSS loss at the UE. 

	ZTE
	No need to introduce this mechanism. And such assumption is considered as basic benefits during the SI when we take the GNSS based solution as baseline

	Panasonic
	OK

	Apple
	We do not think closed-loop UL frequency compensation is needed, with the working assumption that the feeder link Doppler shift is transparent to UE. 

	Ericsson
	Ok

	Lockheed Martin
	Agree with the proposal.

	Lenovo/MM
	We don’t think close-loop frequency compensation is necessary.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Closed-loop UL frequency compensation is not needed. UE will track the DL frequency frequently which will ensure the accuracy of UL frequency compensation.

	Spreadtrum
	We think closed-loop UL frequency compensation is not needed.

	Qualcomm
	Support. We think closed-loop frequency control is needed in cases where UE GNSS is not accurate or UE does not read GNSS often enough w.r.t its movement.



[bookmark: _Toc73044327]Updated proposal based on company views (First round of email discussions)

FL recommendation 13
RAN1 to further investigate the need and benefit to support closed-loop UL frequency compensation



[bookmark: _Toc73044328]Issue#14: Serving satellite ephemeris format
In RAN1#104-bis-e, the following agreement was made:
	Agreement:
Support serving-satellite ephemeris broadcast based on one or more of the following:
· Set 1: Satellite position and velocity state vectors: 
· position X,Y,Z in ECEF (m)  
· velocity VX,VY,VZ in ECEF (m/s)
· Set 2: At least the following parameters in orbital parameter ephemeris format:
· Semi-major axis α [m] 
· Eccentricity e 
· Argument of periapsis ω [rad] 
· Longitude of ascending node Ω [rad] 
· Inclination i [rad] 
· Mean anomaly M [rad] at epoch time to
· FFS: Whether pre-provisioned ephemeris based on orbital elements can be used as reference. Thereby, only delta corrections can be broadcast in order to reduce the overhead
· FFS: The field size for each parameter
· FFS: The impact on signaling due to the required accuracy of serving-satellite ephemeris
· FFS: Whether down-selection is needed or both sets are supported




The issue on implicit or explicit epoch time for serving satellite ephemeris was discussed in RAN1#104bis-e but no agreement was made.
Based on discussion during RAN1#104bis-e meeting, it seems that the implicit epoch time is preferred by many companies.
The principle of the implicit epoch time for serving satellite ephemeris is shown in the Figure below:
[image: ]
· Step 1: On board GNSS-based measurements of the satellite position and velocity are made and dated.
· Step 2: The measurements are collected in the NTN Control Center (NCC) where the satellite Orbit Determination (OD) is performed.
· Step 3: The satellite OD is performed in the NCC. This operation can be more or less complex depending on the models considered, the quantity of measurements available and the algorithms used.
· Step 4: Satellite orbit prediction is performed and ephemeris data with explicit Epoch time is shared with GW and gNB. 

· Step 5: gNB broadcast the ephemeris data periodically. Epoch time is implicitly known as a reference time linked to DL slot where satellite ephemeris is broadcast by considering the reference point for epoch time on the satellite. The UE, based on its GNSS can estimate the ageing of ephemeris data corresponding to one way satellite-UE propagation delay.

On Issue#14, the following proposals were submitted to RAN1#105-e:
	Companies
	proposals

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 11: At least Satellite ephemeris format based on the following orbital elements is supported
· Semi-major axis α [m] 
· Eccentricity e 
· Argument of periapsis ω [rad] 
· Longitude of ascending node Ω [rad] 
· Inclination i [rad] 
· Mean anomaly M [rad] at epoch time t0

	THALES
	Proposal 8: Epoch time is implicitly known as a reference time linked to DL slot where satellite ephemeris is broadcast

	PANASONIC
	Proposal 7: We propose to adopt both satellite ephemeris formats, orbital elements and PVT format.

	CATT
	Proposal 1: Ephemeris format based on satellite position and velocity state vectors and Ephemeris format based on orbital elements can be supported both for different scenarios.   
Proposal 2: Support on-demand finer orbital parameters indication with UE specific way.  

	MediaTek Inc.
	Proposal 10: Epoch time is implicitly known as a reference time linked to DL subframe where NTN SIB is broadcast.
Proposal 11: Support satellite ephemeris format bit allocations
· Position and velocity state vector ephemeris format (16 bytes payload). 
· The field size for position [m]  is 78 bits
· The field size for velocity [m/s] is 54 bits
· Orbital parameter ephemeris format (18 byte payload)
· Semi-major axis α [m] is 33 bits
· Eccentricity e is 19 bits
· Argument of periapsis ω [rad] is 24 bits 
· Longitude of ascending node Ω [rad] is 21 bits
· Inclination i [rad] is 20 bits
· Mean anomaly M [rad] at epoch time to is 24 bits
Proposal 12: Satellite ephemeris orbital is used for long-term prediction of satellite position for UE wake up from  idle DRX for next satellite fly-by.

	CMCC
	Proposal 16: Support both ephemeris formats based on satellite position and velocity state vectors (Set 1) and based on orbital elements (Set 2), if possible.
Proposal 17: If down-selection is needed, ephemeris format based on satellite position and velocity state vectors (Set 1) should be supported for implicit compatibility to support HAPS and ATG scenarios.
Proposal 18: Support implicitly indication of epoch time for ephemeris information

	OPPO
	Proposal 5:  There is no necessary to pre-configure ephemeris information in advance.
Proposal 6:  Delay derived from the ephemeris information of two notifications should be within half CP. 
Proposal 7: Both ephemeris formats should be supported.

	Ericsson
	Proposal 17	RAN1 to discuss how to define the reference point for epoch time if implicit epoch time for satellite ephemeris is used.
Proposal 18	RAN1 to discuss the impact of implicit epoch time on gNB.
Proposal 19	RAN1 to study the required accuracy of satellite ephemeris to support timing and frequency offset pre-compensation with accuracy specified by RAN4.

	Nokia
	Proposal 20: Include at least the true anomaly at epoch t0 (or equivalent) parameter as part of the Set2 parameters and consider it as delta correction parameter which needs to be updated and signalled more frequently compared to the other Set2 parameters.
Proposal 21: Keep both Set1 and Set2 as method to provide satellite ephemeris data to the UEs, in order to allow energy efficient UE IDLE and RRC CONNECTED mode procedures.
Proposal 22: The Set1 and Set2 satellite ephemeris data may have different update rates.
Proposal 23: The epoch time is explicitly indicated along with ephemeris data.

	Apple
	Proposal 10: RAN1 to discuss the field size for each ephemeris parameter after receiving RAN4 response on timing synchronization requirements. 
Proposal 11: Support both ephemeris formats, i.e., state vectors and orbital elements.

	ZTE
	Proposal 9: At least, the indication of PV information of serving node should be supported.
Proposal 10: For the indication of set-1 parameters set, following methods can be considered to further optimize the signaling load:
	Only indicating the limited location region for serving node
	Indicating the relative location of serving node 
Proposal 11: For the indication of set-2 parameters set, following methods can be considered to further optimize the signaling load:
	Use delta correction in the form of PVT.
	The epoch time should be indicated in implicit way.
Proposal 12: The upper bound of periodicity for satellite information updates should be less than 60s or 30s based on the defined TA error range from RAN4 (e.g., CP/2 and Te), respectively.

	Samsung
	Proposal 1: A gNB signals the serving satellite ephemeris to UEs in system information, including the followings:
•	index to a pre-defined table of satellite altitude levels and altitude offset scaling factors, i.e., NTN type
•	satellite altitude offset
•	satellite position
•	satellite velocity
•	reference time for satellite position and velocity.
Proposal 2: Support Ephemeris format based on satellite position and velocity state vectors, i.e., Set 1.

	LG Electronics
	Proposal 9. Regarding satellite ephemeris format,
•	Support one set to reduce both specification work and UE implementation complexity.
•	If two sets need to be supported, only one set should be mandatory feature.
Proposal 10. Support validity timing window for satellite ephemeris information in Rel-17 NTN.

	InterDigital, Inc.
	Proposal-4: For ephemeris format, both formats are supported.
Proposal-5: Option 1 is used for GEO deployment and Option 2 is used for LEO deployment.

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Proposal 6: Support both of the following two sets 
· Set 1: Satellite position and velocity state vectors:
· position X,Y,Z in ECEF (m) 
· velocity VX,VY,VZ in ECEF (m/s)
· Set 2: At least the following parameters in orbital parameter ephemeris format:
· Semi-major axis α [m] 
· Eccentricity e
· Argument of periapsis ω [rad] 
· Longitude of ascending node Ω [rad] 
· Inclination i [rad] 
· Mean anomaly M [rad] at epoch time to
· FFS: Whether pre-provisioned ephemeris based on orbital elements can be used as reference. Thereby, only delta corrections can be broadcast in order to reduce the overhead
· FFS: The field size for each parameter
· FFS: The impact on signaling due to the required accuracy of serving-satellite ephemeris




[bookmark: _Toc73044329]Company views
i. w.r.t FFS: whether down-selection is needed or both sets are supported:
Different views were expressed within the contributions submitted to RAN1#105-e:
[Huawei]: At least support set 2
[ZTE, Samsung]: At least support set 1
[PANASONIC, CATT, MediaTek, CMCC, OPPO, Nokia, Apple, InterDigital, Thales, NTT DOCOMO] : Both set 1 and set 2.
LG Electronics support one set to reduce both specification work and UE implementation complexity.
The initial proposal is made as follows:
Initial Proposal 14-1:
Support both ephemeris formats, i.e., state vectors and orbital elements.
Companies are encouraged to provide their comments/views in the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	Intel
	Support the proposal

	OPPO
	OK

	Samsung
	OK

	LG
	As mentioned in our contribution, we prefer to support single set to reduce both specification work and UE implementation complexity.
Nevertheless, if lots of companies in this group think that above sets must be supported, we prefer to support the one set should be the mandatory feature and the other set should be the optional feature. Otherwise, every NTN UE must implement at least two different orbital propagator models.

	CMCC
	OK.
Nevertheless, if down-selection is finally needed, ephemeris format based on satellite position and velocity state vectors (Set 1) should at least be supported for implicit compatibility to support HAPS and ATG scenarios.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	We see beneficial aspects of both sets. Set 1 would be good to have for the short term information, while Set 2 would be beneficial for the UE to extrapolate the satellite ephemeris information into the future position(s) of the satellite.

	Panasonic
	Agree

	Apple
	Support

	Qualcomm
	Support

	Ericsson
	We are fine with the proposal.

	Lockheed Martin
	Agree with the proposal.

	Lenovo/MM
	Support the proposal.

	InterDigital
	Support

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree.

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Support



ii. w.r.t epoch time to be used for the ephemeris data :
There were few proposals on this topic in the Tdocs submitted to RAN1#105-e:
· [Nokia] proposed to adopt explicit Epoch time indication : 
According to [Nokia]  the most natural choice is to use the time reference currently used in GNSS satellite systems (e.g. as epoch in seconds within GNSS week). This time reference can then be linked to 3GPP signalling time reference (SFN number) via dedicated broadcast information (SIB9).
· [THALES, MediaTek, CMCC, ZTE] are supportive of implicit Epoch time indication: 
[MediaTek] observed that signaling of epoch time on NTN SIB requires a payload of approximately 5 bytes.
[Ericsson] proposed for RAN1 to discuss how to define the reference point for epoch time if implicit epoch time for satellite ephemeris is used. And observed: if implicit epoch time is used, the gNB may need to know the absolute transmission time of the subframe containing the ephemeris data with an accuracy of 0.6 ms, assuming that the impact of the epoch time inaccuracy on the UE transmission time error should not exceed 5% of the shortest CP length. [Ericsson] then proposed for RAN1 to discuss the impact of implicit epoch time on gNB.
Based on the views expressed in companies’ contributions:
Initial Proposal 14-2:
· Epoch time is implicitly known as a reference time linked to DL slot where the SIB carrying satellite ephemeris is broadcast.
· The reference point for epoch time is satellite.

Companies are encouraged to provide their views in the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	Intel
	Support the proposal

	Samsung
	Support

	LG
	We prefer to support a simple method, i.e., explicit signalling.
So, in this meeting, we prefer to list feasible options (i.e., explicit signalling and implicit signalling), and it can be down-selected the one of options in the next meeting.

	CMCC
	Support

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	We do not agree to this proposal. In our preference, the epoch time is explicitly indicated along with the ephemeris information. Allowing to have explicit indication of epoch time allows for simpler implementation at the gNB, while at the same time offering the possibility to provide information on satellite position into the future.

	Panasonic
	Agree

	Apple
	Support

	Qualcomm
	Support

	Ericsson
	RAN1 should first analyse the impact on gNB and potential ephemeris inaccuracy due to mismatch between explicit epoch time and implicit epoch time (i.e., transmission time of the SIB). May depend on outcome of NCC-gNB interface discussion in RAN3.

	Lenovo/MM
	Support the proposal.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree.



iii. w.r.t Payload to be used for  ephemeris data indication:
The field size for each ephemeris parameter is till FFS.

[ZTE] observed  that the basic principle should be that the quantization error will not significantly affect the pre-compensation accuracy of UE specific TA and Doppler.
[MediaTek] proposed to broadcast ephemeris data in 16 bytes payload in case of Position and velocity state vector ephemeris format  and in 18 byte payload in case of orbital parameter ephemeris format.
[Apple] proposed for RAN1 to discuss the field size for each ephemeris parameter after receiving RAN4 response on timing synchronization requirements.
The initial proposal is made  follows:
Initial Proposal 14-3:
RAN1 to discuss Payload to be used for  ephemeris data indication after RAN4 response to the LS on timing synchronization requirements
Companies are encouraged to provide their views in the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Support proposal

	Xiaomi 
	Support the proposal 

	CMCC
	Support

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Ok to wait to discuss the ephemeris payload, but we do not see this as strongly coupled to the RAN4 response on the timing synchronization requirements.

	ZTE
	Support

	Panasonic
	Agree

	Apple
	Support

	Qualcomm
	Support

	Ericsson
	Ok

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree.



[bookmark: _Toc73044330]Updated proposal based on company views (First round of email discussions)
The following Agreement was made during the GTW session held on May 21st :
Agreement:
Specifications should support delivery of ephemeris information using both ephemeris formats, i.e., state vectors and orbital elements.

11 companies provide view on Initial Proposal 14-2. Only [LG, Nokia]  do not support. And according to [Ericsson] RAN1 should first analyse the impact on gNB and potential ephemeris inaccuracy due to mismatch between explicit epoch time and implicit epoch time (i.e., transmission time of the SIB). 
In Moderator’s view, companies need to discuss the concern point out by Ericsson, via the reflector and during the second round of email discussions.
The updated proposal  is:
Updated Proposal 14:
· Epoch time is implicitly known as a reference time linked to DL subframe where the SIB carrying satellite ephemeris is broadcast.
· The reference point for epoch time is satellite.

Companies are encouraged to provide their views in the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree with the proposal.

	LG
	As commented in first round discussion, we prefer to list feasible options (i.e., explicit signalling and implicit signalling), and it can be down-selected the one of options in the next meeting. So, we suggest the modified proposal for the progress as follows:
Updated Proposal 14:
One of the following alternatives should be down selected in the RAN1 #106-e meeting.
· Alt 1: Epoch time is implicitly known as a reference time linked to DL subframe where the SIB carrying satellite ephemeris is broadcast.
· Alt 2: Epoch time is explicitly provided by network along with the satellite ephemeris.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	For updated proposal 14, this is not OK to Nokia. Making such an agreement would put strict timing restrictions on the gNB communication with the satellite subsystem, which would not be acceptable for gNB implementations.

	Ericsson
	We are not ok with the proposal. The consequences of implicit and of explicit epoch time need to be further investigated.



After the first round of email discussions the following FL recommendation is made:
FL recommendation 14-1:
RAN1 to discuss Payload to be used for  ephemeris data indication after RAN4 response to the LS on timing synchronization requirements

[bookmark: _Toc73044331]Updated proposal based on company views (2nd round of email discussions)
Updated Proposal 14 was also discussed via the reflector. It seems that some companies want to have more time to more investigate the implication of  Epoch time (implicit or explicit) associated to ephemeris data.
FL recommendation 14-2:
On the implication of  Epoch time linked to Satellite ephemeris data; implicit or explicit, companies are encouraged to provide more inputs to upcoming RAN1 meeting:
· What is the impact on gNB?
· What is the impact on UE?
· What is the impact on signalling overhead?
· What is the impact on ephemeris accuracy? 
· If implicit epoch time, what would be the reference point for epoch time?

[bookmark: _Toc73044332]Issue#15: Time and Frequency synchronization requirements 
RAN4 answered partially to RAN1 questions on this issue. RAN4 response can be found in  R4-2106174 LS reply on NTN UL time and frequency synchronization requirements. And it is captured hereafter:
	RAN4 would like to thank RAN1 for the LS on NTN UL time and frequency synchronization requirements. During RAN4#98bis-e meeting, RAN4 had extensive discussion on these 2 issues and would like to provide the following feedbacks to RAN1. 
Regarding question 2 on frequency synchronization, the following UE RF frequency error requirement is concluded in RAN4 for both initial access and RRC connected state:
· The mean value of basic measurements of UE modulated carrier frequency shall be accurate to within ±0.1 ppm observed over a period of 1 ms of cumulated measurement intervals compared to the carrier frequency received from the gNB.
· RAN4 is still investigating whether there are any intra-gNB related aspects to consider associated with the above UE requirement
Note: The gNB refers to RAN3 NTN architecture.
Regarding question 1 on time synchronization, RAN4 discussion is still on-going. Additional LS will be sent once there is an agreement in RAN4.



However, in the LS Reply it is not clearly defined the exact percentage of Doppler shift pre-compensation to be taken into account in the budget. This is useful to determine .
Therefore, RAN1 to further clarify the NTN UL frequency synchronization requirements related to NTN UE Doppler pre-compensation.

Initial Proposal 15-1:
RAN1 to discuss how to define the budget considered for the tolerated error on NTN UE Doppler pre-compensation:
WF 1: 
The NTN UE Doppler pre-compensation shall be accurate to within x% value of ±0.1 ppm as observed over a period of 1 ms by the gNB. The value of x% is for FFS.
Note: The gNB refers to RAN3 NTN architecture.
WF 2:
Send LS to RAN4 to enquire the budget considered for the tolerated error on NTN UE Doppler pre-compensation.

Companies are encouraged to provide their views in the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	Samsung
	RAN4 already sent an LS for frequency requirement. RAN4 is still discussing TA. We can wait for RAN4 decision. If needed, we can take WF 2.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Requirements would rather belong to RAN4.

	ZTE
	Up to RAN4

	Ericsson
	It is not RAN1 responsibility to define this budget but we are open to discuss to help determine the design. An LS to RAN4 will likely not help.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree with others that this is a RNA4 issue.



Moreover, w.r.t timing synchronization requirement : The issue is still under discussion in RAN4 and additional LS will be sent to RAN1 once there is an agreement in RAN4. But according to RAN4 WF on timing requirements for NR NTN captured in R4-2105796 and recalled in section 6.1
In addition during RAN4#98-bis-e, it was also agreed
	RAN4#98-bis-e Agreements:
· The UE specific TA estimation accuracy is counted into the UE transmit timing error requirement
· UE specific TA estimation accuracy is FFS
· FFS whether the UE specific TA estimation accuracy shall be also defined as a separate accuracy requirement
· Specify UE behavior related to UE specific TA estimation and the detailed behavior is FFS




However, this agreement has to take into account  and not only UE specific TA estimation (i.e. ). And it is not crystal-clear that RAN4 will define UE specific TA estimation () and self-estimated TA common () accuracy as a separate accuracy requirement.
The initial proposal 5-2 is made as follows:
Initial Proposal 15-2:
RAN1 to discuss whether to define as a separate accuracy requirement
· UE specific TA estimation () accuracy
· Common TA () accuracy 

Companies are encouraged to provide their views in the following table:
	Companies
	Comments and Views

	MediaTek
	Wait for RAN4 response to the LS on timing synchronization requirements

	Intel
	In our understanding requirements should be discussed by RAN4.

	Samsung
	Wait for RAN4 conclusion

	Xiaomi 
	Wait for RAN4 response on timing synchronization requirements. 

	LG
	Wait for RAN4 discussion.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Requirements would rather belong to RAN4.

	ZTE
	It’s up to the on-going RAN4’s decision

	Panasonic
	Wait for RAN4

	Apple
	We may wait for RAN4 response on timing synchronization requirements. 

	Ericsson
	This should be decided by RAN4.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree with others that this is a RNA4 issue.





[bookmark: _Toc73044333]Conclusion
RAN1 agreements on UL time and frequency synchronization for NR NTN achieved in RAN1 Meeting #105-e:
Agreement:
Specifications should support delivery of ephemeris information using both ephemeris formats, i.e., state vectors and orbital elements.
Agreement:
RAN1 should send an LS to SA3, SA1 and possibly SA3-LI to get more inputs regarding the security/regulatory aspects if the NTN GW/gNB position is broadcast or possible to be derived by the UE with assistance information from the network, and on any aspects related to accuracy of the position.
Conclusion:
The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated by the GW and satellite-payload without any specification impacts in Release 17.
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	RAN1 agreements on UL time and frequency synchronization for NR NTN achieved in RAN1 Meeting #104-bis-e:
 Agreement:
The Timing Advance applied by an NR NTN UE in RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE and RRC_CONNECTED is given by:

Where:
·   is defined as 0 for PRACH and updated based on TA Command field in msg2/msgB and MAC CE TA command. 
· FFS: details of NTA update/accumulation.
·   is UE self-estimated TA to pre-compensate for the service link delay.
·  is network-controlled common TA, and may include any timing offset considered necessary by the network.
·  with value of 0 is supported. 
· FFS:  details of signaling including granularity.   
·  is a fixed offset used to calculate the timing advance. 

Note-1: Definition of  is different from that in RAN1#103-e agreement. 
Note-2: UE might not assume that the RTT between UE and gNB is equal to the calculated TA for Msg1/Msg A.
Note-3:  is the common timing offset X as agreed in RAN1 #103-e.
Agreement:
Support serving-satellite ephemeris broadcast based on one or more of the following:
· Set 1: Satellite position and velocity state vectors: 
· position X,Y,Z in ECEF (m)  
· velocity VX,VY,VZ in ECEF (m/s)
· Set 2: At least the following parameters in orbital parameter ephemeris format:
· Semi-major axis α [m] 
· Eccentricity e 
· Argument of periapsis ω [rad] 
· Longitude of ascending node Ω [rad] 
· Inclination i [rad] 
· Mean anomaly M [rad] at epoch time to
· FFS: Whether pre-provisioned ephemeris based on orbital elements can be used as reference. Thereby, only delta corrections can be broadcast in order to reduce the overhead
· FFS: The field size for each parameter
· FFS: The impact on signaling due to the required accuracy of serving-satellite ephemeris
· FFS: Whether down-selection is needed or both sets are supported

Conclusion:
The orbital propagator model to be used at UE side can be left to implementation.
RAN1 Meeting #104-e  (e-Meeting, January 25th – February 5th, 2021):
Agreement:
An NTN UE in RRC_CONNECTED state is required to support UE specific TA calculation based at least on its GNSS-acquired position and the serving satellite ephemeris.
FFS: Operation of closed loop and open loop TA control
Agreement:
For TA update in RRC_CONNECTED state, combination of both open (i.e. UE autonomous TA estimation, and common TA estimation) and closed (i.e., received TA commands) control loops shall be supported for NTN.
FFS: Details of the combination of open and closed loop TA control
Conclusion:
It is up to RAN4 to decide whether interruptions or measurement gaps are required for GNSS measurements during NTN operation
Agreement: 
RAN1 should send an LS to RAN4 with the following questions: 
Question 1: RAN1 would like to ask RAN4, to indicate what are the NTN UL time synchronization requirements?
· For initial access (i.e. PRACH transmission)
· For UL transmissions in RRC Connected State
Question 2: RAN1 would like to ask RAN4, to indicate what are the NTN UL frequency synchronization requirements?
· For initial access (i.e. PRACH transmission)
· For UL transmissions in RRC Connected State
Conclusion:
If DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler is applied, indication of the amount of frequency compensation is necessary.
· FFS: support of DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler.
[bookmark: _Hlk63432430]Agreement:
· RAN1 to support satellite ephemeris broadcast based at least on one of the following format options:
· Option 1: Ephemeris format based on satellite position and velocity state vectors
· FFS: Details on state vectors formats 
· FFS: Details on time reference provisioning/format
· Option 2: Ephemeris format based on orbital elements
· FFS: Details on orbital elements formats 
· FFS: Details on time reference provisioning/format
· FFS: Whether down-selection is needed or both options are supported

RAN1 Meeting #103-e  (e-Meeting, October 26th – November 13th, 2020):
Agreement:
An NTN UE in RRC_IDLE and RRC_INACTIVE states is required to at least support UE specific TA calculation based at least on its GNSS-acquired position and the serving satellite ephemeris.
Agreement:
An NR NTN UE in RRC_IDLE and RRC_INACTIVE states shall be capable of at least using its acquired GNSS position and satellite ephemeris to calculate frequency pre-compensation to counter shift the Doppler experienced on the service link.
Agreement:
· In NTN, the network may broadcast 
· A common timing offset value 
· FFS details of the common timing offset
· FFS: A common timing drift rate
· Before Msg1/MsgA transmission, the NR NTN UE in idle/inactive mode calculates its TA as follows:

Where:
is derived from the User specific TA self-estimation
 is derived at least from the common timing offset value if broadcasted by the network. The granularity of  and whether  is indicated as a Timing Advance or as a Timing Offset value [unit] are FFS. Upon resolving the FFS, one of the X in the equation will be removed.
· depends on band and LTE/NR coexistence and is specified in TS 38.213 section 4.2.
·  is specified in TS 38.211 section 4.1. 
· Note: UE will not assume that the RTT between UE and gNB is equal to the calculated TA for Msg1/Msg A.

Working assumption:
It is assumed that the requirement on UL time pre-compensation for Msg1/MsgA transmission of an NR NTN UE in idle/inactive mode will be defined such that the existing TAC 12-bit field in msg2 (or msgB) can be reused without any extension.
  
Agreement:
An NR NTN UE in RRC_CONNECTED states shall be capable of at least using its acquired GNSS position and satellite ephemeris to perform frequency pre-compensation to counter shift the Doppler experienced on the service link.

RAN1 Meeting #102-e  (e-Meeting, August 17th – 28th, 2020):
Agreement:
•	In Rel-17 NR NTN, at least support UE which can derive based on its GNSS implementation one or more of:
o	its position 
o	a reference time and frequency
•	And, based on one or more of these elements together with additional information (e.g., serving satellite ephemeris or timestamp) signalled by the network, can compute timing and frequency, and apply timing advance and frequency adjustment at least for UE in RRC idle/inactive mode.
•	FFS:  Details on additional information signalled from network
Agreement:
In case of GNSS-assisted TA acquisition in RRC idle/inactive mode, the UE calculates its TA based on the following potential contributions:
•	The User specific TA which is estimated by the UE:
o	Option 1: The User specific TA is estimated by the UE based on its GNSS acquired position together with the serving satellite ephemeris indicated by the network:
	FFS: Details on serving satellite ephemeris indication 
o	Option 2: The User specific TA  is estimated by the UE based on the GNSS acquired reference time at UE together with reference time as indicated by the network
•	The Common TA if indicated by the network:
o	FFS: The need and details of Common TA indication 
•	FFS: The TA margin, if needed and indicated by the network (in order to account for the TA estimation uncertainty)
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	TDoc
	Source
	Proposals

	R1-2104256
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 1: The delay compensated by the gNB should consider the gNB implementation complexity.
Proposal 2: The common TA is determined as the RTD from the reference point to the satellite, i.e. by subtracting the delay compensated at the gNB from the feeder link RTD.
Proposal 3:  can be a positive or negative value to support the corresponding reference point at both service link and feeder link.
Proposal 4: Support indication of the location of reference point as an alternative solution for common TA indication.
Proposal 5: At least support indicating a common TA drift rate as part of the common TA applied by UE.
Proposal 6: For Msg1/MsgA transmission and TA maintenance, use a common TA drift rate to compensate the TA drift between SIB decoding and UL transmission.
Proposal 7: The indicate DL frequency pre-compensation is normalized to a predefined subcarrier spacing.
Proposal 8: Adopt frequency post/pre-compensation with minimum indication overhead for UL frequency alignment.
Proposal 9: To reduce the signaling overhead, only DL pre-compensation indication is needed and sufficient for UL frequency alignment. 
Proposal 10: For GNSS UE, closed-loop UL frequency compensation is not needed.
Proposal 11: At least Satellite ephemeris format based on the following orbital elements is supported
· Semi-major axis α [m] 
· Eccentricity e 
· Argument of periapsis ω [rad] 
· Longitude of ascending node Ω [rad] 
· Inclination i [rad] 
· Mean anomaly M [rad] at epoch time t0

	R1-2104301
	THALES
	Proposal 1: The granularity of Common TA is equal to 4∙64/2^μ*Tc
Proposal 2: The Network may periodically broadcast:
· in case of GEO based non-terrestrial access network:
· Common TA in a field of 23 bits 
· in case of LEO/MEO based non-terrestrial access network:
· Common TA in a field of 21 bits 
· Common TA drift rate in a field of 13 bits
· Common TA drift rate variation in a field of 6 bits
Proposal 3: RAN1 to discuss the indication of TA-margin after RAN4 response to the LS on timing synchronization requirements
Proposal 4: Existing N_TA update in RRC_CONNECTED based on TA Command  field in msg2/msgB and MAC CE TA command is used for UL timing alignment correction without specification change
Proposal 5: A validity timer configured for Common TA defines the maximum time during which the UE can track the Common RTD without having acquired new assistance information to be used for Common TA calculation.
· This timer is restarted each time the UE receives new assistance information.
· The UE assumes that it has lost uplink synchronization if this timer expires and assistance information is not available.
Proposal 6:The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated in a way transparent to UE.
Proposal 7:  Deprioritize support of DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler in Release 17.
Proposal 8: Epoch time is implicitly known as a reference time linked to DL slot where satellite ephemeris is broadcast

	R1-2104315
	PANASONIC R&D Center Germany
	Proposal 1: We propose a granularity of the common TA value NTA,common in the order of slot or half slot duration.
Proposal 2: The common TA value NTA,common is always indicated in SIB. 
· FFS: the value range of NTA,common
Proposal 3: We propose to allow for a non-zero DL-UL timing difference managed by the network.
· FFS: The need and feasibility of a common timing drift rate to accurately compensate the feeder link delay including feeder link switch operation.
Proposal 4: In RRC_CONNCTED mode and after expiration of the TA timer, a UE triggers the random-access procedure based on GNSS-acquired TA similar to RRC_IDLE with the same timing advance equation.
Proposal 5: The Doppler compensation on the feeder link should be transparent to the UE. 
Proposal 6: The post-compensation value can be included in common frequency shift relative to the UE frequency source and indicated in SIB to all UEs.
Proposal 7: We propose to adopt both satellite ephemeris formats, orbital elements and PVT format.

	R1-2104425
	Spreadtrum Communications
	Proposal 1: NTA, common should be expressed in the legacy granularity of Tc units.
Proposal 2: Confirm the working assumption that the existing TAC 12-bit field in msg2 (or msgB) can be reused without any extension.
Proposal 3: Existing NTA update based on TA Command field in msg2/msgB and MAC CE TA command is used for UL timing alignment correction without specification change.
Proposal 4: Negative TA Command in RAR is not needed when TA margin is considered.
Proposal 5: The gateway and satellite-payload compensate common Doppler shift / Doppler shift variation over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error in a transparent way to the UE and gNB.
Proposal 6: Indication of common compensation frequency offset for uplink is not supported.
Proposal 7: Close control loop for UL frequency alignment is not needed.

	R1-2104517
	CATT
	Proposal 1: Ephemeris format based on satellite position and velocity state vectors and Ephemeris format based on orbital elements can be supported both for different scenarios.   
Proposal 2: Support on-demand finer orbital parameters indication with UE specific way.  
Proposal 3: In order to save signaling overhead, common TA and common timing drift will be equal to 0 if not indicated. 
Proposal 4: The granularity of common TA can apply 1024 Tc or 2048Tc of step size.  
Proposal 5: TA margin can be one fixed value or not needed at all if UL timing requirement of RRC-IDLE mode and RRC-connected mode for UE is same. 
Proposal 6: Confirm the working assumption that the existing TAC 12-bit field in msg2 (or msgB) can be reused without any extension.
Proposal 7: On the close-loop and open-TA combination, UE can stop autonomous TA compensation or subtract the accumulated TA compensated by autonomous TA compensation during the gap between two neighboring TAC commands.   
Proposal 8: Common Doppler shift compensation value of DL and UL for service link can be indicated to UE, which can be defined with Khz granularity. 
Proposal 9: The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated in a transparent way at least to the UE, whether compensated by the gNB is up to RAN4 decision. 

	R1-2105952
	MediaTek Inc.
	Proposal 1: The UE acquires UE-gNB RTT as the sum of UE-satellite RTT and Satellite-gNB RTT, where 
· UE-satellite RTT is calculated by UE by using its position and the satellite ephemeris
· Satellite-gNB RTT is acquired by the UE as broadcast by gNB.
Proposal 2: In case reference point for UL-DL subframe timing alignment is gNB, broadcast on NTN SIB
· Common delay NTA,common in a 18 bit field
· Common delay drift rate NTA,common,drift, rate in a 8 bit field
· Common delay drift rate variation NTA,common,drift,rate,variation in a 6 bit field
· Common delay drift rate variation NTA,common,drift,thrird_order,derivative in a 6 bit field
Proposal 3: In RRC_CONNECTED state:
· NTA update based on TA Command  field in msg2/msgB and MAC CE TA command is used for UL timing alignment correction without specification change.
· NTA,UE-specific is updated autonomously by the UE based on its GNSS acquired position and satellite ephemeris
· NTA,common is updated autonomously by the UE based on common TA parameters broadcast on SIB in case reference point for DL-UL subframe timing alignment is at the gNB.
Proposal 4: NTN UE time alignment timer for re-acquisition of the satellite ephemeris on NTN SIB is configured by the network.

Proposal 5: Before it can be discussed whether there is a need for a validity timer configured for common TA tracking tracking, it is needed to discuss the aspects that are relevant for common TA tracking. 

Proposal 6: The common TA parameters can be signalled on the same SIB with the PV/ephemeris information, in which case the validity timer if used can be common to both information.	

Proposal 7: Handle TA Reporting proposals under A.I. 8.4.1

Proposal 8: The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated in a way transparent to UE.

Proposal 9: Deprioritize support of DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler in Release 17.
Proposal 10: Epoch time is implicitly known as a reference time linked to DL subframe where NTN SIB is broadcast. 
Proposal 11: Support satellite ephemeris format bit allocations
· Position and velocity state vector ephemeris format (16 bytes payload). 
· The field size for position [m]  is 78 bits
· The field size for velocity [m/s] is 54 bits
· Orbital parameter ephemeris format (18 byte payload)
· Semi-major axis α [m] is 33 bits
· Eccentricity e is 19 bits
· Argument of periapsis ω [rad] is 24 bits 
· Longitude of ascending node Ω [rad] is 21 bits
· Inclination i [rad] is 20 bits
· Mean anomaly M [rad] at epoch time to is 24 bits

Proposal 12: Satellite ephemeris orbital is used for long-term prediction of satellite position for UE wake up from  idle DRX for next satellite fly-by.
Proposal 13: The lowest level of knowledge in network of when a UE will be in coverage of a satellite is the time when the UE last accessed the satellite cell. 
Proposal 14: The network should page the UE at the right time when 
(a) UE enters active period or idle DRX; 
(b) UE is within coverage. 

	R1-2104608
	CMCC
	Proposal 1: The Network may periodically broadcast:
· Common TA
· Common TA drift rate
· Common TA draft rate with value of 0 is supported
Proposal 2: The granularity of Common TA is set to be the same as the granularity of , i.e., .
Proposal 3: Update relative values of Common TA to reduce the signaling overhead.
Proposal 4: The common TA is determined as

where:
 is the time for targeted UL transmission at UE’s clock.
 is the time for receiving common TA signaling at UE’s clock.
 is the common TA (in  units) at .
 is the common TA drift rate.
 is used to pre-compensate the ageing of values due to the long propagation delay in NTN.
and, 

where: 
 represents the synthetical impact of time-invariant parameters, e.g., TA margin and the minimum RTT on the feeder link.
 are time-variant parameters, and they need to be updated with time.
Proposal 5: Indication of parameter  (a time-invariant offset of ) should be supported.
· For DL and UL aligned at satellite,  can be used to absorb TA margin.
· For DL and UL not aligned at satellite (including aligned at gNB),  can be used to absorb TA margin and the minimum RTT on the feeder link.
Proposal 6: Indication of parameter  at least should be supported.
· For DL and UL not aligned at satellite (including aligned at gNB),  should be indicated and updated to capture the rapidly changed RTT on the feeder link.
Proposal 7: TA margin should be absorbed in common TA configuration, and it should be transparent to the UE.
Proposal 8: For an NR NTN UE in RRC_CONNECTED, regular update of  can be disabled.
Proposal 9: For an NR NTN UE in RRC_CONNECTED,

where  is the common TA obtained in initial access procedure.
Proposal 10: The legacy MAC CE TA command and the enhanced MAC CE TA command consists of  to be both supported, where,  indicates a delta TA, and indicates a TA drift rate.
Proposal 11: For i-th uplink transmission occasion at  (),  can be determined as

where,
· m is the last received enhanced TA command before .
·  is the m-th accumulated TA command. 
· Note: When UE received the m-th enhanced TA command  at , then it updates the m-th accumulated TA command  as 

Proposal 12: RAN1 to further study the details of UE reporting TA related information to facilitate network updating K_offset after initial access. The following reporting information can be further studied.
· Option 1: UE location.
· Option 2: UE self-estimated TA ().
· Option 3: the difference value (in unit of slot) between K_offset signaled in system information and a UE specific K_offset as suggest by UE.
Proposal 13: Support broadcasting the position of a reference point of the feeder link with certain artificial bias. A fixed common TA can be additional broadcasted, if needed.
Proposal 14: The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated in a way transparent to UE.
Proposal 15: Support indication of DL frequency compensation for the service link Doppler, i.e.,
· If NR NTN gNB applies frequency pre-compensation in DL, the gNB should broadcast a parameter giving the amount of frequency pre-compensation. This parameter should indicate the TX frequency offset at the satellite transmitter relative to the nominal DL TX frequency of the service link.
Proposal 16: Support both ephemeris formats based on satellite position and velocity state vectors (Set 1) and based on orbital elements (Set 2), if possible.
Proposal 17: If down-selection is needed, ephemeris format based on satellite position and velocity state vectors (Set 1) should be supported for implicit compatibility to support HAPS and ATG scenarios.
Proposal 18: Support implicitly indication of epoch time for ephemeris information

	R1-2104668
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Proposal 1: Network may broadcast a common timing offset value, X, with granularity of one slot assuming the subcarrier spacing of the SSB of the cell. 
· NTA,common is derived from X.
Proposal 2: The common Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated in a way transparent to UE.
Proposal 3: Support closed-loop frequency control commands by MAC-CE.
Proposal 4: Consider group-common DCI for UL time and frequency control.
Proposal 5: Support SRS with multiple coherent symbols with configurable gaps.  

	R1-2104722
	CAICT
	Proposal1: Support to adopt cell-specific or beam-specific  for TA pre-compensation by the UEs without capability of location acquisition.
Proposal2: FFS the condition when to apply the TA through combined closed loop and open loop

	R1-2104771
	OPPO
	Proposal 1:TA margin is no longer needed to be discussed. 
Proposal 2: Further study the acceptable SIB reading frequency for a UE. Whether reading SIB information every 3 seconds is acceptable when only  NTA,common,drift,rate is broadcasted.


Proposal 3: TA updating by MAC-CE or RAR can have the following relationship NTA_new = NTA_old + adjustment, where for TA updated by MAC-CE, the adjustment is and TA is the TAC indication in the range of [0, 63]; for TA updated by RAR, the adjustment is and the TA is the RAR TAC indication in the range of [0, 3846].
Proposal 4: If the frequency of reading SIB information every 3 seconds is acceptable, the network indicated common TA can be updated by a drift rate, e.g. NTA,common_new= NTA,common_old + NTA,common,drift,rate * t.
Proposal 5:  There is no necessary to pre-configure ephemeris information in advance.
Proposal 6:  Delay derived from the ephemeris information of two notifications should be within half CP. 
Proposal 7: Both ephemeris formats should be supported.
Proposal 8: Two timers are introduced to ensure the accuracy of  and .
Proposal 9: It is preferential to consider the granularity of frequency compensation in kHz.
Proposal 10: Indication the amount of frequency compensation should base on the SCS.

	R1-2104811
	Ericsson
	Proposal 1	RAN1 to discuss how to take into account satellite movement during DL signal propagation from satellite to UE when defining the UE-specific TA.
Proposal 2	RAN1 to discuss how to take into account satellite movement during UL signal propagation from UE to satellite when defining the UE-specific TA.
Proposal 3	RAN1 to discuss how to take into account satellite movement during signal propagation between gateway and satellite when defining the common TA.
Proposal 4	The reference point for time and frequency in an NTN should be under control of the network and should at least support the option of having gNB as the reference point.
Proposal 5	The closed-loop component of the TA, NTA, should be defined as in Rel-16.
Proposal 6	The fixed TA offset, NTA,offset, should be defined as in Rel-16.
Proposal 7	The UE calculates the UE-specific TA (in Tc units) as follows: NTA, UE-specific=ds,DL+ds,UL/Tc where ds,DL is the DL service link delay of the signal to which the UE local time reference is synchronized and ds,UL is the UL service link delay of the UL signal to which the UE applies the TA.
Proposal 8	The network broadcasts parameters describing the (one-way) common delay by a linear function as follows: Dcommont=Dcommon,base+(t-Tcommon,base)Dcommon,drift where: t is the time the signal passes the satellite Tcommon,base is a reference time of the broadcast common delay that may be implicitly (derived from DL subframe) or explicitly signaled Dcommon, base is the common one-way delay at time Tcommon,base  Dcommon, drift is the common one-way delay drift rate
Proposal 9	The UE determines the common TA (in Tc units) as follows: NTA, common=Dcommontsat,DL+Dcommontsat,UL/Tc where tsat,DL is the time the DL signal to which the UE local time reference is synchronized was relayed by the satellite, and tsat,UL is the time the UL signal to which the UE applies the TA will be relayed by the satellite.
Proposal 10	The characterization of the common delay should include drift rate information.
Proposal 11	The granularity of the NTA,common applied by the UE should be 64/2µ to limit its impact to the total timing error budget to less than 1% of the CP length.
Proposal 12	If gNB applies frequency pre-compensation in DL, the gNB should broadcast a parameter giving the amount of pre-compensation. This parameter should indicate the TX frequency offset at the satellite transmitter relative to the nominal DL TX frequency of the service link.
Proposal 13	The gNB may broadcast a parameter giving an additional frequency shift that the UE should apply at transmission. The value of this parameter should be configurable. It may be used for compensating for the Doppler shift observed on the feeder link.
Proposal 14	RAN1 should investigate the possibility of the solution where the gateway pre/post-compensates the feeder link Doppler shift in a way transparent to the gNB and UE.
Proposal 15	Support broadcasting a reference point of the feeder link and UE autonomous determination of the time and frequency offset of both the service link and the link between the satellite and the reference point of the feeder link.
Proposal 16	RAN1 to determine the relevance of the case of NTN coverage but no GNSS coverage.
Proposal 17	RAN1 to discuss how to define the reference point for epoch time if implicit epoch time for satellite ephemeris is used.
Proposal 18	RAN1 to discuss the impact of implicit epoch time on gNB.
Proposal 19	RAN1 to study the required accuracy of satellite ephemeris to support timing and frequency offset pre-compensation with accuracy specified by RAN4.

	R1-2104828
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Proposal 1: Any UE should only attempt to access the 5G system over NTN for situations where it is absolutely sure that proper time and frequency compensation is applied.
Proposal 2: The cyclic prefix of the random access preamble must be able to cover the aggregate contribution of all sources of time inaccuracy and multipath propagation delays.
Proposal 3: The GNSS-assisted pre-compensation solution used by the UE shall meet the demands of the preamble format chosen by the operator. The UE shall ensure that requirements in TA adjustment and frequency pre-compensation for all preamble formats are met at any time.
Proposal 4: Self-estimated UE-specific TA in RRC idle or inactive mode based on GNSS-provided time reference in conjunction with the time provided by referenceTimeInfo-R16 is independent on satellite ephemeris and should be standardized as well.
Proposal 5: There is no need to indicate a TA margin. Any uncertainty related to TA should be covered by the Common TA value and the CP of the random access preamble.
Proposal 6: The Common TA value is provided along with ephemeris information.
Proposal 7: It should be left up to the gNB to decide whether and how often to broadcast the Common TA drift rate.
Proposal 8: It is not needed to provide the Common TA drift rate variation.
Proposal 9: Open loop TA control in RRC connected mode should be applied only in a way that does not impact the closed loop TA control messages.
Proposal 10: For RRC connected mode, self-estimated UE-specific TA estimation based on GNSS-provided time reference and the time provided by referenceTimeInfo-R16 should be standardized as well.
Proposal 11: A validity timer configured for both UE-specific TA and Common TA defining the maximum time during which the UE can track the RTD on service link and Common RTD without having acquired new ephemeris or assistance information shall be used.
· This validity timer is restarted each time the UE receives new ephemeris and assistance information to be used for Common TA estimation.
· The UE assumes that it has lost uplink synchronization if this timer expires and new ephemeris and assistance information is not available.
Proposal 12: RAN2 to study whether the TA timer can be also used as a validity timer for open-loop update of both UE-specific TA and Common TA.
Proposal 13: The location and determination of the frequency reference point must be agreed before developing further solutions for open technical aspects in NTN standardization.
Proposal 14: The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error in both DL and UL are compensated by the satellite subsystem in a way transparent at least to the UE and gNB.
Proposal 15: In the downlink a common frequency offset on service link is pre-compensated to limit the UE search space for the synchronization signals.
Proposal 16: The amount of common frequency pre-compensation in DL in a cell may be indicated to the UE and thereby be used for determining the amount of UL frequency pre-compensation. 
Proposal 17: A common signaling should be used to indicate the amount of applied frequency pre-compensation in DL for both earth-moving and earth-fixed cells. 
Proposal 18: UE frequency adjustment based on GNSS-acquired frequency reference, DL signals and the time provided by referenceTimeInfo-R16 has benefits and should be standardized as well.
Proposal 19: Study whether closed-loop control for UEs in RRC connected mode should be enabled for UE frequency alignment in UL in case of GNSS loss.
Proposal 20: Include at least the true anomaly at epoch t0 (or equivalent) parameter as part of the Set2 parameters and consider it as delta correction parameter which needs to be updated and signalled more frequently compared to the other Set2 parameters.
Proposal 21: Keep both Set1 and Set2 as method to provide satellite ephemeris data to the UEs, in order to allow energy efficient UE IDLE and RRC CONNECTED mode procedures.
Proposal 22: The Set1 and Set2 satellite ephemeris data may have different update rates.
Proposal 23: The epoch time is explicitly indicated along with ephemeris data. 

	R1-2105102
	Apple
	Proposal 1: The broadcast of common TA drift rate is based on network implementation. If common TA drift rate is not indicated, then its default value is 0. FFS common TA drift variation rate.
Proposal 2: The broadcast common TA is in the unit of .
Proposal 3: The network-controlled common TA  is obtained by
,
where is the latest received common TA, is the latest received common TA drift rate (if indicated) and  is the time gap between the latest common TA transmission and the corresponding uplink transmission.
Proposal 4: RAN1 to determine the necessity of specifying TA margin, depending on RAN4’s conclusion. 
Proposal 5: The requirement that the existing TAC 12-bit field in Msg2/MsgB is reused is that a UE pre-compensates an accurate UE specific TA and TA margin in its Msg1/MsgA transmission. 
Proposal 6: RAN1 to study whether or not introducing the TA drift rate in TA command MAC CE.
Proposal 7: Confirm the working assumption that the gateway and satellite-payload compensate common Doppler shift/Doppler shift variation over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error in a transparent way to UE and gNB. 
Proposal 8: In downlink transmissions, support gNB pre-compensates and indicates a frequency offset for the service link Doppler shift with respect to a reference point.
Proposal 9: UE only pre-compensates its estimated Doppler shift on the service link in its uplink transmissions, and additional network indication of frequency offset to be pre-compensated by UE is not supported.
Proposal 10: RAN1 to discuss the field size for each ephemeris parameter after receiving RAN4 response on timing synchronization requirements. 
Proposal 11: Support both ephemeris formats, i.e., state vectors and orbital elements.

	R1-2105165
	Sony
	Proposal 1: In setting combination rules, RAN1 should consider the relative age of open versus closed loop TAs.
Proposal 2: RAN1 should consider indicating the time at which a closed loop TA was calculated to the UE.
Proposal 3: RAN1 should support the signalling of timing drift rate information to the UEs in a beam specific manner.
Proposal 4: UE should update the common TA with common timing drift rate when UE transmits uplink data.

	R1-2105190
	ZTE
	Proposal 1: At least the first order common TA drift rates should be supported along with common TA.
Proposal 2: Following solutions can be considered to further optimize the overhead of signaling:
· Indication of second order common TA drift rate can also be considered to further optimize signaling overhead.
· Indication of multiple set of {common TA, 1st order TA drift rate } with different applicable timing, 
· FFS: whether to include the 2nd order TA drift rate

Proposal 3: The signaling granularity of common TA can be chosen as.
Proposal 4: In RRC_CONNECTED state, the applied TA can be determined as by assuming the support for the 2nd order of TA drift:

,
where
· 

· 

  is the service link TA at activation time of ephemeris, and  is the variation of service link TA between activation time of ephemeris and UL transmission time, which can be estimated by UE based on GNSS and indicated information.
· 

· 




 is the broadcast common TA,  and  are the first and second order common TA drift rate indicated by BS,  is the interval between activation time of broadcast common TA and DL transmission time of scheduling information, and  is the interval between DL transmission time of scheduling information and UL transmission time.
· 

· 
 is indicated in MAC CE TA command.
Proposal 5: When common TA and ephemeris are broadcast, indication of a close loop TA command can be considered to handle possible overcompensation in RRC_CONNECTED state.
Proposal 6: Indication of on the valid time for satellite ephemeris data is preferred instead of UE-specific TA.
Proposal 7: Configuration on the validity timer should be supported for common TA and common TA drift rate, and it will be started/restarted when a common TA or common TA drift rate is activated.
Proposal 8: Explicitly defined GNSS measurement gap should be supported with the benefits to ensure the accuracy for UL pre-compensation and interference mitigation.
Proposal 9: To enabling the UL synchronization for frequency, network should periodically broadcast the amount of frequency compensation in a 12 bit field when DL frequency pre-compensation is applied on service link.
Proposal 10: At least, the indication of PV information of serving node should be supported.
Proposal 11: For the indication of set-1 parameters set, following methods can be considered to further optimize the signaling load:
· Only indicating the limited location region for serving node
· Indicating the relative location of serving node 
Proposal 12: For the indication of set-2 parameters set, following methods can be considered to further optimize the signaling load:
· Use delta correction in the form of PVT.
· The epoch time should be indicated in implicit way.
Proposal 12: The upper bound of periodicity for satellite information updates should be less than 60s or 30s based on the defined TA error range from RAN4 (e.g., CP/2 and Te), respectively.

	R1-2105214
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 1: Support the granularity of  to be same as granularity of TA command.
Proposal 2: Study mechanisms to resolve the contradiction between open loop and close loop TA control. The mechanism can be to define a time instance to determine TAC in the MAC CE.
Proposal 3: TA margin indication is not supported.
Proposal 4: Support indication of common timing offset drift rate and indication of drift rate variation.
Proposal 5: Support indication of TA validity timer value in the TA indication message

	R1-2105272
	Fraunhofer IIS, Fraunhofer HHI
	Proposal 1: RAN1 to strive for a unified design of common RTT/delay signaling in order to avoid duplicate signaling of common RTT/delay. 
Proposal 2: The characteristic of the common RTT/delay (or feeder link RTT/delay) shall be taken into account for the design of its corresponding signaling.
Proposal 3: RAN 1 should agree on studying common delay signaling design with reduced signaling overhead. 
Proposal 4: RAN1 to consider the signaling of the parameter set , drift scale rate, , a constant, and , an exponent (can take integer values), for signaling of the common RTT/delay in NTN.    
Proposal 5: RAN1 to consider UE autonomous drift rate calculation for common RTT/delay signaling. 

	R1-2105307
	Samsung
	Proposal 1: A gNB signals the serving satellite ephemeris to UEs in system information, including the followings:
	index to a pre-defined table of satellite altitude levels and altitude offset scaling factors, i.e., NTN type
	satellite altitude offset
	satellite position
	satellite velocity
	reference time for satellite position and velocity.
Proposal 2: Support Ephemeris format based on satellite position and velocity state vectors, i.e., Set 1.
Proposal 3: The following options are considered for N_(TA,common) and N_TA.
	Option 1
	N_(TA,common): its update is supported by group common signalling.
	N_TA: Defined as the same as Rel-15/16
	Option 2
	N_(TA,common): broadcasted by SIB.
	N_TA: Defined as the same as Rel-15/16
	Option 3
	N_(TA,common): broadcasted by SIB with drift rate information.
	N_TA: Defined as the same as Rel-15/16. 
Proposal 4: RAN1 discusses the granularity after concluding the signaling and update of N_(TA,common) and N_TA.
Proposal 5: A mechanism to align T_TA  between the gNB and the UE is adopted, e.g., a UE reports N_(TA,UE-specific) when it updates N_(TA,UE-specific)  or the gNB triggers the UE to update N_(TA,UE-specific) with a granularity of 16∙64∙T_c/2^μ.
Proposal 6: Each of the following options are supported based on the gNB configuration:
	Closed-loop TA control
	Open-loop TA control
	Combination of open&closed-loop TA control
Proposal 7: UE’s estimated TA value is reported to gNB by MAC CE.
Proposal 8: A gNB signals residual common TA value to UEs such that UEs can derive common TA by adding to minimum common TA value, which can be obtained by UE from the satellite ephemeris (or altitude) information.
Proposal 9: Multiple reference points and common TA values should be considered for extremely large cells.
Proposal 10: The gNB signals common TA drift rate to enable autonomous TA update at UE.
Proposal 11: The gNB can jointly signal common TA drift rate and Doppler shift such as the UE derives Doppler shift from common TA drift rate signaled by gNB or vice versa.
Proposal 12: The gNB indicates the additional UL frequency offset value.

	R1-2105478
	LG Electronics
	Proposal 1. Support additional signaling by the network in order to apply proper common TA according to time changes at UE side. Potential solutions can include 
	Alt 1) providing the reference time corresponding to common TA
	Alt 2) providing series of common TA
Proposal 2. Within pre-defined set of TA offsets, the TA offset can be provided by gNB via higher layer signing (e.g., SIB or dedicated RRC signaling). 
	The TA offset can be independently corresponding to different ROs (or RO groups)
Proposal 3. Support implicit reporting of UE specific TA estimated by the UE.
	The different TA (or the range of TA) can be mapped to different ROs (or RO groups).
Proposal 4. 
	At least for the case when the UE is in RRC_IDLE and/or RRC_INACTIVE states, it is reasonable to provide the additional information via semi-static signaling.
	In case when the UE is in RRC_CONNECTED states, it can be considered that the information is provided by dynamic signaling.
Proposal 5. Support separate validity timers for common TA and UE specific TA in Rel-17 NTN.
Proposal 6. RAN1 should discuss how to report the UE specific TA in case when the NTN UE is in RRC_CONNECTED states.
Proposal 7: Define the appropriate TA control method for each TA as follows: 
	Closed loop TA control is applied to common TA (i.e., N_(TA,common))
	Open loop TA control is applied to UE specific TA (i.e., N_(TA,UE-specific))
Proposal 8: Support independent TA update for each TA using independent TA control methods.
Proposal 9. Regarding satellite ephemeris format,
	Support one set to reduce both specification work and UE implementation complexity.
	If two sets need to be supported, only one set should be mandatory feature.
Proposal 10. Support validity timing window for satellite ephemeris information in Rel-17 NTN.

	R1-2105560
	Xiaomi
	Proposal 1: With consideration on the signalling overhead, the large granularity of  i.e.  is preferred. 
Proposal 2: When the common TA is not broadcasted by network, the UE should assume that    .
Proposal 3: The common timing drift rate indicated by network should be supported.
Proposal 4: Pre-compensation value for DL frequency should be indicated by network.
Proposal 5: The residual offset value of UL frequency at the reference point should be indicated by network.
Proposal 6: The Doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both Downlink and Uplink is compensated in a way transparent to UE.

	R1-2105634
	Sharp
	Proposal 1: Unless we have further evidence the UE PSS/SSS search on initial access takes an unacceptable amount of time, perhaps more than “a few” seconds, greatly increases UE complexity, or is otherwise shown to be seriously detrimental, we propose UE post-compensating for fD,NU, and avoid gNB/gateway or serving satellite pre-compensation for fD,NU. In this way, we avoid the signaling issues involved here as well as any implementation complexities for fD,NU pre-compensation .

	R1-2105668
	InterDigital, Inc.
	Proposal-1: support to introduce an additional parameter to indicate feeder link RTT separately from the common TA.
Proposal-2: support the reporting of the UE-specific TA after initial access.
Proposal-3: a PRACH resource set is configured per distance group from the UE to satellite and a UE determine a PRACH resource set for Msg1 transmission based on the distance group the UE belongs to.
Proposal-4: For ephemeris format, both formats are supported.
Proposal-5: Option 1 is used for GEO deployment and Option 2 is used for LEO deployment.

	R1-2105698
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Proposal 1: Support NW broadcast of common TA drift rate.
Proposal 2: UE capability on UE-specific TA self-estimation/pre-compensation is defined to indicate the self-estimation accuracy.
Proposal 3: One or multiple common TAs are broadcasted for UEs with different UE capabilities on TA self-estimation/pre-compensation accuracy.
Proposal 4: The doppler shift over the feeder link and any transponder frequency error for both downlink and uplink are compensated in a way transparent to UE.
Proposal 5: DL doppler shift partial pre-compensation on service link at NW side is supported at least for high frequency band.
Proposal 6: Support both of the following two sets 
· Set 1: Satellite position and velocity state vectors:
· position X,Y,Z in ECEF (m) 
· velocity VX,VY,VZ in ECEF (m/s)
· Set 2: At least the following parameters in orbital parameter ephemeris format:
· Semi-major axis α [m] 
· Eccentricity e
· Argument of periapsis ω [rad] 
· Longitude of ascending node Ω [rad] 
· Inclination i [rad] 
· Mean anomaly M [rad] at epoch time to
· FFS: Whether pre-provisioned ephemeris based on orbital elements can be used as reference. Thereby, only delta corrections can be broadcast in order to reduce the overhead
· FFS: The field size for each parameter
· FFS: The impact on signaling due to the required accuracy of serving-satellite ephemeris
Proposal 7: It is not necessary to broadcast the location of reference point and define two types of calculation methods for TA and doppler shift.

	R1-2105812
	Sateliot, Gatehouse, ESA, Kepler
	Observation 1: When estimating at the IoT device the start of next satellite passes using simple orbit propagators and instantaneous orbital elements broadcast by the satellite, prediction errors could be in the order of ~20 seconds for prediction windows of ~12 hours, up to ~230 seconds for prediction windows of ~84 hours.
Observation 2: Prediction errors have to be compared to almost two minutes of visibility time at 500 km altitude. At higher altitudes the prediction error would remain comparable but with longer visibility times.

	R1-2105821
	Asia Pacific Telecom, FGI, ITRI, III
	Proposal 1	Legacy timing advance command (TAC) for NTA and NTA,offset in the case of RAR is the baseline for NTN. No specification change is needed to minimize MAC impacts, e.g., TAC MAC CE format.
Proposal 2	Legacy timing advance (TA) adjustment for NTA and NTA,offset  in RRC_CONNECTED is the baseline for NTN. No specification change is needed to minimize MAC impacts, e.g., TA timers, and groups.
Proposal 3	The granularity of common TA is set to be the same as the granularity of NTA, i. e. 16∙64/2μ*Tc.
Proposal 4	The common TA configuration shall be cell specific via system information and the configuration can be associated with a group of cells to save signaling overhead.
Proposal 5	To minimize spec impacts and signaling overhead, association between the existing TAG and the group of cells for the common TA configuration shall be considered.
Proposal 6	Support TA margin for a PRACH transmission in case of Contention-based Random Access (CBRA) to prevent the use of negative TAC in RAR.
Proposal 7	Support common TA drift rate broadcasted in system information to reduce signaling overhead.
Proposal 8	For RACH, no validity timer for common TA is needed, if common TA is provided in SIB1, and if common TA update triggers SI change indication, then UE shall update common TA by re-acquiring SIB1 after receiving a short message in its paging occasion.
Proposal 9	For RRC_CONNECTED, no validity timer for common TA is needed if common TA is provided in SIB1 and if common TA update triggers SI change indication.
Proposal 10	No validity timer for UE-specific TA is needed if a GNSS measurement gap is supported for the L band. NW and UE shall share a common understanding of when to update GNSS and ephemeris.
Proposal 11	For earth-moving cells, proving a fixed value of DL frequency compensation on the service link at the NW side shall be supported to enhance UL frequency pre-compensation at the UE side.
Proposal 12	For quasi-earth-fixed cells, leveraging a fixed reference location of a cell agreed in RAN2 for indicating DL frequency compensation on the service link at the NW side shall be supported.

	R1-2105947
	Mitsubishi Electric RCE
	Proposal 1: UEs using self-acquired timing advance for initial access signal the pre-compensation value NTA to the network during the initial access process.
Proposal 2: In NTN, the network broadcasts a beam-specific default value NTA_default of the user-specific NTA value for initial access purposes.
Proposal 3: Support network assistance indicating to the UE whether to skip timing advance acquisition during handover.
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