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1. [bookmark: _Ref521334010]Introduction
In the RAN1 #110bis-e meeting, evaluation on NR duplex evolution in Rel.18 was discussed. Some agreements were made as below [1]
Agreement
For evaluation of SBFD Deployment Case 3-2, the following scenario is baseline for FR1:
· 2-layer Scenario B 
· Layer 1: Urban Macro
· Layer 2: Indoor office or Indoor factory
· Indoor factory is optional (Companies are to report the used layout.)
· Regarding the Indoor office layer, reuse the Indoor office (InH) scenario (i.e., open office in Table 7.2-2 in TR38.901) and relevant channel model in TR38.901.
· Regarding the Indoor factory layer, reuse the Indoor factory (InF) scenario (i.e., Table 7.2-4 in TR38.901) and relevant channel model in TR38.901.
· FFS: consider only one indoor office/factory dropped in the whole network
· Layer 1 uses legacy static TDD operation, Layer 2 uses SBFD operation. All the gNBs in Layer 2 use the same SBFD subband configuration.
· Other operations are not precluded and can be reported by companies, e.g., Layer 1 uses SBFD operation and Layer 2 uses legacy TDD operation
Companies can submit results for other scenarios

Agreement
For evaluation of dynamic/flexible TDD for the single operator case, consider the following scenarios:
· FR1
· 1-layer scenario: Indoor office with dynamic TDD UL/DL assignment
· (Optional) 1-layer scenario: Urban Macro with dynamic TDD UL/DL assignment
· 2-layer Scenario B
· Layer 1: Urban Macro
· Layer 2: Indoor office or Indoor factory (companies to report which one is used)
· Indoor factory is optional (Companies are to report the used layout.)
· Regarding the Indoor office layer, reuse the Indoor office (InH) scenario (i.e., open office in Table 7.2-2 in TR38.901) and relevant channel model in TR38.901.
· Regarding the Indoor factory layer, reuse the Indoor factory (InF) scenario (i.e., Table 7.2-4 in TR38.901) and relevant channel model in TR38.901.
· FFS: consider only one indoor office/factory dropped in the whole network
· Regarding 2-layer scenario, the two layers are deployed in the same carrier
· Layer 1 uses legacy static TDD operation with DL dominant static TDD UL/DL configuration
· Layer 2 uses one of the following options (companies to report which option is used)
· Option 1: All gNBs in layer 2 use legacy static TDD operation with the same UL dominant static TDD UL/DL configuration
· Option 2: All gNBs in layer 2 use dynamic TDD UL/DL assignment
· Other options are not precluded and can be reported by companies
· FR2-1
· 1-layer scenario: Indoor office with dynamic TDD UL/DL assignment
· (Optional) 1-layer scenario: Dense Urban Macro layer with dynamic TDD UL/DL assignment
· For above scenarios, the following is assumed:
· DL dominant static TDD UL/DL configuration: {DDDSU}, where S=[12D:2G:0U]
· UL dominant static TDD UL/DL configuration: {DSUUU}, where S=[12D:2G:0U]
· dynamic TDD UL/DL assignment: {FFFFF}, companies to report the guard symbols assumed in their simulation
· other configurations for dynamic TDD are not precluded and can be reported by companies
Companies can submit results for other scenarios

Agreement
For SLS in RAN1, if both large scale fading and small scale fading are modelled for gNB-gNB co-channel channel model, the inter-site gNB-gNB co-channel inter-subband CLI signal across all Rx chains at UL RB  at victim gNB can be modeled as  where,
·  is the first part of inter-site gNB-gNB co-channel inter-subband CLI across all Rx chains at UL RB , caused by power leakage at aggressor gNB,
·  is the  channel matrix between aggressor gNB and victim gNB at UL RB , the beamforming of the aggressor gNB and the victim gNB can be taken into account by ,
·  is the unwanted emission across all Tx chains at UL RB  at aggressor gNB,
·  is the number of Tx chains at aggressor gNB,
· , , is modelled as white Gaussian noise,
·    is the total leakage power at UL RB  at aggressor gNB,
·  is the DL power transmitted across all Tx chains at one DL RB at aggressor gNB, ,
·  is the number of DL RBs scheduled for DL transmission by aggressor gNB,
·  is the total number of DL RBs in the DL subbands
·  is the  normalized identity matrix with unit norm, ,
· FFS whether  can be other values and corresponding conditions
· FFS for 
· Note:  and  are in linear scale. In RAN4 reply LS, gNB ACLR (i.e., ) is provided as the candidate for TX leakage, and gNB ACS (i.e., ) is provided as the candidate for Receiver impairment. 
· Note: the model is based on the assumption that the same transmission power across different DL RBs are used in SLS. This does not prevent companies to use other DL power allocation schemes in SLS.
· Note: This model is not applicable to the RBs in the guardband.
· Send LS to RAN4 to confirm RAN1’s understanding.
Agreement
RAN1 to conduct a SLS calibration for evaluation of SBFD operation.
· The calibration focuses on the following scenarios of SBFD deployment case 1
· FR1: Urban Macro
· FFS: Indoor office
· FR2: Dense Urban Macro layer
· Regarding metrics used for SLS calibration, consider the following:
· gNB-UE coupling loss
· Inter-gNB coupling loss
· Inter-UE coupling loss
· Optional: DL SINR for legacy TDD/ DL SINR in DL-only slots for SBFD
· Optional: DL SINR in SBFD slots
· Optional: UL SINR for legacy TDD/ UL SINR in UL-only slots for SBFD
· Optional: UL SINR in SBFD slots
· FFS: the detailed definitions of the metrics listed above
Agreement
For UE clustering distribution of Urban Macro and Dense Urban Macro layer, 
· R =[25] m, Dmacro-to-cluster = 35m+R, Dinter-cluster = 2R m. 
Note: the UE cluster is totally confined within the macro cell geographical area (i.e. a cluster cannot be partially overlap with adjacent cell area).
For calibration purposes, assume clustering with R=25

In this contribution, we provide our considerations on evaluation on NR duplex evolution.
2. Discussion
2.1 Simulation assumptions
For evaluation of SBFD Deployment Case 3-2, in terms of chair notes of RAN1#110bis-e [1], we have the following agreement.
	Agreement
For evaluation of SBFD Deployment Case 3-2, the following scenario is baseline for FR1:
· 2-layer Scenario B 
· Layer 1: Urban Macro
· Layer 2: Indoor office or Indoor factory
· Indoor factory is optional (Companies are to report the used layout.)
· Regarding the Indoor office layer, reuse the Indoor office (InH) scenario (i.e., open office in Table 7.2-2 in TR38.901) and relevant channel model in TR38.901.
· Regarding the Indoor factory layer, reuse the Indoor factory (InF) scenario (i.e., Table 7.2-4 in TR38.901) and relevant channel model in TR38.901.
· FFS: consider only one indoor office/factory dropped in the whole network
· Layer 1 uses legacy static TDD operation, Layer 2 uses SBFD operation. All the gNBs in Layer 2 use the same SBFD subband configuration.
· Other operations are not precluded and can be reported by companies, e.g., Layer 1 uses SBFD operation and Layer 2 uses legacy TDD operation
Companies can submit results for other scenarios



For the above FFS item, in order to reduce simulation overhead/efforts, we suggest down-selecting a single indoor scenario for scenario B. Furthermore, so many simulation scenarios and SBFD configurations need be treated.
Compared with one indoor office, we slightly prefer only one indoor factory which is more typical scenario for SBFD.
Proposal 1: For evaluation of SBFD Deployment Case 3-2, a single indoor scenario on the indoor factory for scenario B is used in the whole network.
For evaluation of dynamic/flexible TDD for the single operator case, we also suggest using a single indoor scenario on the indoor factory for scenario B is used in the whole network in order to unify simulation scenario and reduce simulation overhead.
Proposal 2: For evaluation of dynamic/flexible TDD for the single operator case, a single indoor scenario on the indoor factory for scenario B is used in the whole network.
In the FL summary of the RAN1 #110bis-e meeting [2], there is remaining issue on LLSas follow:
	Updated proposal 3-1-1b:
RAN1 agrees link-level simulations (LLS) may be performed for various purposes related to SBFD performance and feasibility in both FR1 and FR2, interested companies may perform LLS for any of the following purposes:
· Baseline: To evaluate coverage performance
· Option 1 (Baseline): Take link level evaluation methodology in TR 38.830 (i.e., LLS + Link budget analysis) as starting point to evaluate the coverage performance (e.g., MPL, MCL, MIL) for SBFD.
· Other options are not precluded 
· Optional: 
· To evaluate advanced receivers and realistic demodulation performance
· To evaluate UE-UE CLI mitigation performance 
· To evaluate gNB-gNB CLI mitigation performance
· To evaluate feasibility and performance of self-IC accounting for realistic non-linearities in the gNB transmit and receive chains 
· FFS: Link level assumptions and methodology, realistic TX/RX non-linearity modeling and self-interference channel modeling
· LLS for other purposes are not precluded.



For above proposal on LLS, we support LLS for evaluating at least coverage performance by using LLS as baseline. For optional evaluation purposes. We need to discuss the feasible approaches to evaluate optional performances in RAN1 and RAN4 before RAN 1 agree with these.

Proposal 3: Link-level simulations (LLS) may be performed for various purposes related to SBFD performance and feasibility in both FR1 and FR2, interested companies may perform LLS for at least the following purposes:
· Baseline: To evaluate coverage performance
· Option 1 (Baseline): Take link level evaluation methodology in TR 38.830 (i.e., LLS + Link budget analysis) as starting point to evaluate the coverage performance (e.g., MPL, MCL, MIL) for SBFD.
· Other options are not precluded 

Conclusion
In this contribution, we discuss about evaluation on NR duplex evolution with the following proposal.
Proposal 1: For evaluation of SBFD Deployment Case 3-2, a single indoor scenario on the indoor factory for scenario B is used in the whole network.
Proposal 2: For evaluation of dynamic/flexible TDD for the single operator case, a single indoor scenario on the indoor factory for scenario B is used in the whole network.
Proposal 3: Link-level simulations (LLS) may be performed for various purposes related to SBFD performance and feasibility in both FR1 and FR2, interested companies may perform LLS for at least the following purposes:
· Baseline: To evaluate coverage performance
· Option 1 (Baseline): Take link level evaluation methodology in TR 38.830 (i.e., LLS + Link budget analysis) as starting point to evaluate the coverage performance (e.g., MPL, MCL, MIL) for SBFD.
· Other options are not precluded 
3. Reference
[1]. Chairman’s Notes, RAN1#110bis-e, final, October 10th – 19th, 2022
[2]. R1-2210779, Final summary on evaluation on NR duplex evolution, CMCC
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