[bookmark: _Toc4836][bookmark: _Toc141084631]7.4	Performance evaluation results of schemes for SBFD
[bookmark: _Toc13599][bookmark: _Toc141084632]7.4.1	Dynamic SBFD
The detailed evaluation assumptions and results for dynamic SBFD compared to semi-static SBFD or dynamic TDD is provided in Annex B.3.1. 
UPT and latency gain/increase of dynamic SBFD compared to baseline (dynamic TDD or semi-static SBFD) for Indoor office (FR1) and Urban Macro (FR1) are summarized in sub-sections 7.4.1.1 and 7.4.1.2 respectively. For UPT, the gain is calculated as: Gain (%) = dynamic SBFD UPT / baseline UPT – 1. For Latency, the increase is calculated as: Increase (%) = dynamic SBFD latency / baseline latency – 1.
Evaluation results of dynamic SBFD for Dense Urban Macro layer (FR1) from one source can be found in Annex B.3.1.3. 
For dynamic SBFD Option 2 (“dSBFD Opt 2” in Annex B.3.1), an ‘X’ symbol can be used as either an SBFD symbol or a full DL symbol. For dynamic SBFD Option 3 (“dSBFD Opt 3” in Annex B.3.1), an ‘X’ symbol can be used as an SBFD symbol, a full DL symbol or a full UL symbol.
For dynamic SBFD, [CATT] and [vivo] determine whether an ‘X’ symbol is used as an SBFD symbol or a non-SBFD symbol (full DL symbol for dynamic SBFD Option 2 or full DL/UL symbol for dynamic SBFD Option 3) based on the required resources for DL/UL traffic per 5 slots. [Ericsson] and [Nokia] determines whether an ‘X’ symbol is used as an SBFD symbol or a non-SBFD symbol (full DL symbol for dynamic SBFD Option 2 or full DL/UL symbol for dynamic SBFD Option 3) based on the required resources for DL/UL traffic per slot. [LGE] determines whether an ‘X’ symbol is used as an SBFD symbol or a non-SBFD symbol (full DL symbol for dynamic SBFD Option 2) based on the required resources for DL/UL traffic and condition for BS-to-BS/UE-to-UE CLI handling per slot.
For dynamic TDD, [CATT] and [vivo] determine whether an ‘F’ symbol is used as a DL symbol or an UL symbol based on the required resources for DL/UL traffic per 5 slots. [Ericsson] determines whether an ‘F’ symbol is used as a DL symbol or an UL symbol based on the required resources for DL/UL traffic per slot.
For dynamic TDD, [CATT] does not assume gNB-gNB co-channel inter-PRB CLI modelling. [vivo] and [Ericsson] assume gNB-gNB co-channel inter-PRB CLI modelling. The power of gNB-gNB co-channel inter-PRB CLI experienced by the victim gNB on each receiver chain at one UL RB is calculated in the similar way as for SBFD, refer to Annex A.2.3.
[LGE] assumes inter-cell coordinated scheduling for BS-to-BS/UE-to-UE CLI handling where switching from an SBFD symbol to non-SBFD symbol is done only when the expected BS-to-BS/UE-to-UE CLI values are lower than certain thresholds for both Indoor office (FR1) and Urban Macro (FR1). [vivo] assumes no CLI handling for Indoor office (FR1), and assumes no CLI handling and CLI handling for Urban Macro (FR1) and Dense Urban Macro layer (FR1), where only intra-cell coordinated scheduling for UE-UE CLI that is only one transmission direction (either DL or UL) is scheduled within the same cluster and different clusters can have same or different transmission directions for the evaluations with CLI handling. [Ericsson], [CATT] and [Nokia] assume no CLI handling in the evaluations.

[bookmark: _Toc15975][bookmark: _Toc141085047]7.4.1.1	Indoor office (FR1)
5 sources provided the SLS evaluation results of dynamic SBFD for Indoor office (FR1). 
7.4.1.1.1	Dynamic SBFD vs. dynamic TDD
In this sub-section, UPT and latency gain/increase of dynamic SBFD compared to dynamic TDD for indoor office (FR1) are provided. Evaluation results of different slot configurations are summarized in 7.4.1.1.1.1 and 7.4.1.1.1.2 respectively. 
Evaluation results of slot configuration {DXXXU} for dynamic SBFD and {FFFFU} for dynamic TDD from one source can be found in the attached document "B.3.1_Dynamic SBFD.zip". 
7.4.1.1.1.1	Slot configuration {XXXXU} vs. {FFFFU} 
In this sub-section, slot configurations {XXXXU} and {FFFFU} are assumed for dynamic SBFD and dynamic TDD respectively.
Large packet size is assumed for results in Table 7.4.1.1.1.1-1 and Table 7.4.1.1.1.1-2, and small packet size is assumed for results in Table 7.4.1.1.1.1-3.
Dynamic SBFD Option 2 is assumed for results in Table 7.4.1.1.1.1-1, and dynamic SBFD Option 3 is assumed for results in Table 7.4.1.1.1.1-2 and 7.4.1.1.1.1-3.
Table 7.4.1.1.1.1-1: Indoor (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. dynamic TDD, {XXXXU} vs. {FFFFU}
(dynamic SBFD Option 2, large packet size)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), dynamic SBFD slot configuration {XXXXU}, dynamic TDD slot configuration {FFFFU}, dynamic SBFD Option 2, DL: 0.5Mbytes, UL: 0.125Mbyte)

	
	[Ericsson]
	[CATT]

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	-1.31%
	-12.14%
	-36.16%
	5.94%
	4.86%
	3.19%

	
	5%
	-1.66%
	-17.87%
	-85.59%
	3.19%
	2.81%
	2.24%

	
	50%
	-1.30%
	-12.58%
	-36.68%
	7.51%
	5.65%
	4.25%

	
	95%
	-1.64%
	-8.22%
	-20.23%
	4.07%
	7.71%
	3.06%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	-39.65%
	-28.86%
	-7.17%
	5.17%
	5.35%
	3.79%

	
	5%
	-39.85%
	-24.59%
	1.05%
	6.35%
	7.43%
	3.41%

	
	50%
	-39.81%
	-28.89%
	-4.43%
	5.81%
	5.09%
	3.42%

	
	95%
	-39.36%
	-31.00%
	-16.02%
	8.17%
	9.19%
	4.29%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	1.47%
	20.31%
	245.32%
	-6.94%
	-5.05%
	-4.38%

	
	5%
	0.61%
	6.64%
	23.56%
	-3.95%
	-3.89%
	-4.97%

	
	50%
	1.59%
	16.49%
	76.06%
	-5.23%
	-5.39%
	-4.10%

	
	95%
	1.66%
	28.59%
	440.60%
	-9.05%
	-4.24%
	-4.15%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	61.56%
	30.97%
	-5.58%
	-4.16%
	-4.64%
	-3.00%

	
	5%
	56.25%
	66.85%
	22.50%
	22.22%
	23.51%
	10.33%

	
	50%
	79.61%
	29.95%
	0.67%
	-5.30%
	-7.89%
	-4.87%

	
	95%
	36.84%
	24.10%
	-9.41%
	-7.17%
	-8.58%
	-5.34%



Table 7.4.1.1.1.1-2: Indoor (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. dynamic TDD, {XXXXU} vs. {FFFFU}
(dynamic SBFD Option 3, large packet size)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), dynamic SBFD slot configuration {XXXXU}, dynamic TDD slot configuration {FFFFU}, dynamic SBFD Option 3, DL: 0.5Mbytes, UL: 0.125Mbyte)

	
	[Ericsson]
	[CATT]
	[vivo]

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	-0.87%
	-9.72%
	-32.33%
	-3.37%
	-3.69%
	-1.10%
	17.98%
	19.56%
	21.95%

	
	5%
	-0.63%
	-14.56%
	-81.86%
	-3.87%
	-4.46%
	-1.45%
	15.14%
	19.32%
	64.10%

	
	50%
	-0.99%
	-10.09%
	-32.90%
	-2.88%
	-3.34%
	-0.23%
	20.37%
	15.01%
	24.03%

	
	95%
	-1.31%
	-6.70%
	-18.02%
	-1.40%
	-3.92%
	-1.77%
	18.41%
	20.38%
	19.01%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	0.09%
	-0.81%
	8.10%
	6.48%
	6.74%
	5.02%
	2.74%
	5.18%
	-0.90%

	
	5%
	-0.27%
	-0.08%
	20.52%
	9.47%
	10.53%
	8.02%
	9.91%
	5.53%
	-16.16%

	
	50%
	0.31%
	-0.65%
	10.63%
	7.13%
	5.55%
	5.46%
	2.26%
	4.92%
	0.63%

	
	95%
	0.12%
	-1.01%
	3.38%
	11.39%
	11.75%
	8.45%
	0.57%
	5.28%
	5.27%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	1.03%
	16.27%
	201.71%
	1.90%
	4.06%
	2.03%
	-14.70%
	-19.94%
	-46.50%

	
	5%
	0.29%
	4.59%
	19.71%
	5.26%
	5.44%
	1.25%
	-17.03%
	-13.59%
	-13.12%

	
	50%
	1.02%
	13.04%
	63.14%
	3.77%
	3.70%
	1.99%
	-15.76%
	-15.75%
	-22.29%

	
	95%
	1.39%
	23.22%
	365.92%
	-0.47%
	4.86%
	3.25%
	-16.74%
	-26.61%
	-68.01%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-0.65%
	-2.56%
	-21.63%
	-4.68%
	-7.72%
	-5.58%
	-2.57%
	-3.79%
	18.08%

	
	5%
	0.00%
	4.56%
	6.49%
	21.85%
	18.83%
	4.80%
	-1.54%
	-4.90%
	-13.08%

	
	50%
	0.59%
	-0.72%
	-12.75%
	-7.03%
	-11.08%
	-5.82%
	-2.88%
	-7.36%
	6.58%

	
	95%
	-3.70%
	-6.43%
	-27.26%
	-9.72%
	-11.62%
	-9.98%
	-0.26%
	5.66%
	61.65%



Evaluation results of dynamic SBFD Option 3 assuming small packet size are summarized in Table 7.4.1.1.1.3.
Table 7.4.1.1.1.1-3: Indoor (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. dynamic TDD, {XXXXU} vs. {FFFFU}
(dynamic SBFD Option 3, small packet size)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), dynamic SBFD slot configuration {XXXXU}, dynamic TDD slot configuration {FFFFU}, dynamic SBFD Option 3, DL: 4Kbytes, UL: 1Kbyte)

	
	[vivo]

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	-10.87%
	-10.65%
	-8.82%

	
	5%
	-8.25%
	-8.85%
	3.45%

	
	50%
	-10.73%
	-10.84%
	-10.90%

	
	95%
	-12.77%
	-12.61%
	-13.99%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	36.25%
	32.65%
	35.79%

	
	5%
	31.05%
	22.41%
	20.32%

	
	50%
	36.60%
	32.62%
	36.05%

	
	95%
	40.13%
	43.42%
	46.51%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	1.12%
	-2.68%
	-10.37%

	
	5%
	47.14%
	44.08%
	36.76%

	
	50%
	4.33%
	4.62%
	2.22%

	
	95%
	-4.67%
	-9.82%
	-20.20%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-17.96%
	-15.02%
	-14.51%

	
	5%
	-44.39%
	-43.08%
	-44.22%

	
	50%
	-18.78%
	-18.06%
	-20.75%

	
	95%
	-1.15%
	6.91%
	25.14%



7.4.1.1.1.2	Slot configuration {XXXXX} vs. {FFFFF} 
In this sub-section, slot configurations {XXXXX} and {FFFFF} are assumed for dynamic SBFD and dynamic TDD respectively.
Table 7.4.1.1.1.2-1: Indoor (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. dynamic TDD, {XXXXX} vs. {FFFFF}
(dynamic SBFD Option 3, large & small packet size)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), dynamic SBFD slot configuration {XXXXX}, dynamic TDD slot configuration {FFFFF}, dynamic SBFD Option 3)

	
	[vivo]

	
	DL: 4Kbytes, UL: 1Kbyte
	DL: 0.5Mbytes, UL: 0.125Mbyte

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	-11.54%
	-10.88%
	-11.72%
	0.95%
	5.48%
	12.45%

	
	5%
	-8.92%
	-7.40%
	-7.54%
	1.32%
	17.72%
	20.94%

	
	50%
	-11.27%
	-10.37%
	-11.08%
	-0.14%
	6.75%
	13.26%

	
	95%
	-14.55%
	-15.23%
	-16.60%
	0.87%
	0.73%
	2.94%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	133.75%
	119.72%
	97.79%
	1.62%
	8.01%
	18.29%

	
	5%
	131.64%
	123.78%
	119.00%
	1.24%
	7.95%
	31.10%

	
	50%
	133.85%
	117.77%
	93.81%
	1.74%
	7.29%
	17.33%

	
	95%
	136.94%
	121.71%
	91.61%
	1.35%
	9.02%
	18.06%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-19.49%
	-23.84%
	-20.91%
	-2.75%
	-8.67%
	-18.01%

	
	5%
	48.80%
	44.41%
	38.24%
	0.15%
	-0.63%
	-2.94%

	
	50%
	8.56%
	8.50%
	9.37%
	0.41%
	-7.83%
	-13.51%

	
	95%
	-58.34%
	-62.36%
	-57.60%
	-10.32%
	-14.08%
	-27.30%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-54.51%
	-49.12%
	-44.38%
	-4.33%
	-10.80%
	-23.71%

	
	5%
	-57.28%
	-57.31%
	-55.37%
	-0.17%
	-3.21%
	-6.28%

	
	50%
	-61.17%
	-57.24%
	-47.15%
	0.10%
	-10.05%
	-20.78%

	
	95%
	-34.61%
	-28.36%
	-41.62%
	-15.75%
	3.59%
	-27.26%



7.4.1.1.1.3	Summary of the Observations
For the following observations, UPT gain in the range of {-5%, 5%} is considered as similar UPT.
For indoor scenario (FR1), for dynamic SBFD compared to dynamic TDD:
-	For slot configurations {XXXXU} for dynamic SBFD and {FFFFU} for dynamic TDD,
	-	In case of large packet size and dynamic SBFD option 2, based on results from 2 sources,
-	dynamic SBFD has lower or higher mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for low and medium load levels and similar or lower mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for high load level,
-	and dynamic SBFD has similar or higher mean DL Average-UPT for low load level, similar 5% DL Average-UPT for low load level, and similar or lower mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for medium and high load levels.
	-	In case of large packet size and dynamic SBFD option 3, based on results from 3 sources,
-	dynamic SBFD has similar or higher mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for low and medium load levels, and higher, similar or lower mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for high load level,
-	and dynamic SBFD has similar or higher mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for low load level, and similar, higher or lower mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for medium and high load levels.
	-	In case of small packet size and dynamic SBFD option 3, based on results from 1 source,
-	dynamic SBFD has higher mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for all load levels,
-	and dynamic SBFD has similar or lower mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for all load levels.
-	For slot configurations {XXXXX} for dynamic SBFD and {FFFFF} for dynamic TDD,
	-	In case of large packet size and dynamic SBFD option 3, based on results from 1 source,
-	dynamic SBFD has similar mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for low load level and higher mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for medium and high load levels,
-	and dynamic SBFD has similar mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for low load level and higher mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for medium and high load levels.
	-	In case of small packet size and dynamic SBFD option 3, based on results from 1 source,
-	dynamic SBFD has higher mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for all load levels,
-	and dynamic SBFD has lower mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for all load levels.

7.4.1.1.2	Dynamic SBFD vs. semi-static SBFD
In this sub-section, UPT and latency gain/increase of dynamic SBFD compared to semi-static SBFD for indoor office (FR1) are provided. Evaluation results of different SBFD slot configurations are summarized in 7.4.1.1.2.1 and 7.4.1.1.2.2 respectively.
7.4.1.1.2.1	SBFD slot configuration {XXXXU} 
In this sub-section, SBFD slot configuration {XXXXU} is assumed.
Large packet size is assumed for results in Table 7.4.1.1.2.1-1 and Table 7.4.1.1.2.1-2, and small packet size is assumed for results in Table 7.4.1.1.2.1-3.
Dynamic SBFD Option 2 is assumed for results in Table 7.4.1.1.2.1-1, and dynamic SBFD Option 3 is assumed for results in Table 7.4.1.1.2.1-2 and 7.4.1.1.2.1-3.
Table 7.4.1.1.2.1-1: Indoor (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. semi-static SBFD, {XXXXU} 
(dynamic SBFD Option 2, large packet size)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), SBFD slot configuration {XXXXU}, dynamic SBFD Option 2, DL: 0.5Mbytes, UL: 0.125Mbyte)

	
	[LG]
	[Nokia]
	[Ericsson]

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	34.80%
	35.10%
	51.60%
	34.85%
	44.29%
	50.40%
	32.31%
	45.05%
	47.33%

	
	5%
	35.40%
	37.30%
	35.50%
	35.32%
	67.12%
	144.63%
	31.98%
	65.72%
	-40.59%

	
	50%
	34.50%
	35.60%
	53.40%
	34.83%
	43.50%
	58.37%
	31.78%
	46.97%
	70.82%

	
	95%
	
	
	
	34.36%
	36.27%
	28.61%
	32.89%
	31.93%
	39.76%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	-16.10%
	-25.00%
	-37.50%
	-0.06%
	0.12%
	0.27%
	-4.49%
	-29.04%
	-43.12%

	
	5%
	-16.40%
	-27.30%
	-45.80%
	-0.05%
	-0.55%
	-0.30%
	-7.22%
	-37.08%
	-58.33%

	
	50%
	-15.90%
	-25.60%
	-38.40%
	0.02%
	0.49%
	0.46%
	-4.62%
	-30.00%
	-44.10%

	
	95%
	
	
	
	-0.04%
	-0.04%
	0.39%
	-2.61%
	-20.12%
	-32.18%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-25.93%
	-26.47%
	-29.79%
	-26.49%
	-37.78%
	-57.68%
	-24.31%
	-39.14%
	-31.32%

	
	5%
	-25.00%
	-25.00%
	-20.00%
	-27.43%
	-26.16%
	-24.23%
	-26.96%
	-23.70%
	-26.11%

	
	50%
	-22.22%
	-25.00%
	-32.14%
	-25.19%
	-34.30%
	-39.31%
	-23.82%
	-34.35%
	-27.25%

	
	95%
	
	
	
	-26.38%
	-44.11%
	-67.34%
	-25.48%
	-41.73%
	-36.67%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	21.21%
	35.71%
	69.74%
	0.31%
	0.17%
	0.19%
	6.03%
	50.97%
	111.33%

	
	5%
	0.00%
	25.00%
	66.67%
	0.00%
	0.00%
	0.00%
	1.17%
	23.24%
	46.43%

	
	50%
	16.67%
	42.86%
	61.54%
	-0.01%
	-0.04%
	-0.05%
	4.19%
	46.95%
	87.61%

	
	95%
	
	
	
	2.37%
	0.21%
	2.55%
	10.70%
	68.89%
	149.63%



Table 7.4.1.1.2.1-2: Indoor (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. semi-static SBFD, {XXXXU} 
(dynamic SBFD Option 3, large packet size)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), SBFD slot configuration {XXXXU}, dynamic SBFD Option 3, DL: 0.5Mbytes, UL: 0.125Mbyte)

	
	[vivo]
	[Ericsson]

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	19.30%
	18.43%
	18.70%
	32.90%
	49.05%
	56.18%

	
	5%
	1.78%
	5.96%
	38.30%
	33.37%
	72.40%
	-25.17%

	
	50%
	20.09%
	13.55%
	15.33%
	32.19%
	51.14%
	81.01%

	
	95%
	26.38%
	28.01%
	27.96%
	33.33%
	34.12%
	43.62%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	27.08%
	7.86%
	-22.54%
	58.40%
	-1.07%
	-33.77%

	
	5%
	28.25%
	14.21%
	-27.26%
	53.82%
	-16.62%
	-50.30%

	
	50%
	26.32%
	7.47%
	-20.45%
	58.96%
	-2.20%
	-35.29%

	
	95%
	27.51%
	4.14%
	-23.16%
	60.81%
	14.60%
	-16.51%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-14.42%
	-15.00%
	-29.78%
	-24.64%
	-41.19%
	-39.99%

	
	5%
	-23.45%
	-19.42%
	-16.77%
	-27.19%
	-25.17%
	-28.42%

	
	50%
	-12.73%
	-12.43%
	-16.72%
	-24.25%
	-36.30%
	-32.58%

	
	95%
	-14.32%
	-16.62%
	-37.88%
	-25.68%
	-44.16%
	-45.42%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-12.15%
	1.80%
	55.99%
	-34.80%
	12.32%
	75.39%

	
	5%
	-44.60%
	-28.43%
	-5.42%
	-35.25%
	-22.76%
	27.29%

	
	50%
	-11.26%
	4.42%
	50.65%
	-41.65%
	12.26%
	62.60%

	
	95%
	-0.02%
	8.73%
	99.72%
	-22.09%
	27.34%
	100.45%



Table 7.4.1.1.2.1-3: Indoor (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. semi-static SBFD, {XXXXU} 
(dynamic SBFD Option 3, small packet size)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), SBFD slot configuration {XXXXU}, dynamic SBFD Option 3, DL: 4Kbytes, UL: 1Kbyte)

	
	[vivo]

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	1.63%
	1.13%
	3.80%

	
	5%
	1.20%
	0.49%
	18.12%

	
	50%
	1.61%
	0.75%
	1.07%

	
	95%
	2.82%
	2.62%
	1.75%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	-36.25%
	-30.41%
	-21.12%

	
	5%
	-38.67%
	-34.53%
	-30.06%

	
	50%
	-36.02%
	-30.32%
	-20.15%

	
	95%
	-35.00%
	-26.71%
	-17.04%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	9.07%
	7.30%
	-4.54%

	
	5%
	-3.56%
	-2.24%
	-1.85%

	
	50%
	-2.15%
	-1.88%
	-4.07%

	
	95%
	69.31%
	59.50%
	-13.33%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	72.03%
	51.27%
	31.59%

	
	5%
	10.17%
	11.21%
	8.10%

	
	50%
	90.00%
	65.60%
	37.60%

	
	95%
	68.33%
	37.26%
	33.31%



7.4.1.1.2.2	SBFD slot configuration {XXXXX} 
In this sub-section, SBFD slot configuration {XXXXX} is assumed.
Large packet size is assumed for results in Table 7.4.1.1.2.2-1 and small packet size is assumed for results in Table 7.4.1.1.2.2-2.
Table 7.4.1.1.2.2-1: Indoor (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. semi-static SBFD, {XXXXX} 
(dynamic SBFD Option 3, large packet size)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), SBFD slot configuration {XXXXX}, dynamic SBFD Option 3, DL: 0.5Mbytes, UL: 0.125Mbyte)

	
	[Nokia]
	[vivo]

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	32.65%
	35.00%
	31.96%
	10.49%
	9.87%
	10.60%

	
	5%
	33.23%
	39.11%
	44.69%
	6.47%
	11.10%
	8.71%

	
	50%
	32.39%
	34.88%
	31.75%
	8.73%
	9.33%
	10.31%

	
	95%
	32.50%
	32.22%
	27.02%
	16.00%
	14.05%
	12.84%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	264.37%
	253.52%
	201.41%
	109.34%
	92.93%
	77.47%

	
	5%
	255.85%
	238.76%
	161.13%
	119.78%
	112.31%
	96.01%

	
	50%
	262.11%
	254.31%
	204.02%
	107.47%
	92.85%
	82.28%

	
	95%
	271.38%
	264.72%
	230.10%
	106.69%
	79.87%
	62.71%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-24.96%
	-27.90%
	-25.87%
	-8.04%
	-9.59%
	-12.61%

	
	5%
	-25.20%
	-25.16%
	-23.97%
	-17.87%
	-15.41%
	-10.28%

	
	50%
	-24.14%
	-23.32%
	-27.86%
	-8.00%
	-6.27%
	-8.72%

	
	95%
	-29.28%
	-29.19%
	-28.16%
	-11.11%
	-16.09%
	-14.39%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-72.13%
	-68.95%
	-54.04%
	-48.60%
	-45.79%
	-40.45%

	
	5%
	-73.79%
	-73.74%
	-73.54%
	-66.28%
	-56.86%
	-48.13%

	
	50%
	-72.25%
	-71.63%
	-57.60%
	-43.31%
	-45.83%
	-41.12%

	
	95%
	-72.62%
	-60.95%
	-48.69%
	-40.03%
	-37.04%
	-27.95%



Table 7.4.1.1.2.2-2: Indoor (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. semi-static SBFD, {XXXXX} 
(dynamic SBFD Option 3, small packet size)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), SBFD slot configuration {XXXXX}, dynamic SBFD Option 3, DL: 4Kbytes, UL: 1Kbyte)

	
	[vivo]

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	-1.17%
	-2.02%
	-5.27%

	
	5%
	-1.70%
	-2.02%
	-9.21%

	
	50%
	-0.89%
	-1.91%
	-4.46%

	
	95%
	-1.34%
	-2.22%
	-3.89%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	-6.64%
	1.32%
	17.53%

	
	5%
	-6.39%
	1.72%
	29.42%

	
	50%
	-6.49%
	0.91%
	16.23%

	
	95%
	-5.92%
	1.61%
	9.26%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	3.17%
	3.58%
	8.45%

	
	5%
	0.05%
	0.19%
	0.75%

	
	50%
	1.16%
	2.03%
	5.32%

	
	95%
	27.01%
	7.44%
	11.66%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	9.47%
	-4.23%
	-28.84%

	
	5%
	0.91%
	0.27%
	-1.96%

	
	50%
	6.64%
	0.00%
	-21.09%

	
	95%
	11.53%
	-7.92%
	-45.97%



7.4.1.1.2.3	Summary of the Observations
For the following observations, UPT gain in the range of {-5%, 5%} is considered as similar UPT.
For indoor scenario (FR1), for dynamic SBFD compared to semi-static SBFD:
-	For slot configurations {XXXXU} for dynamic SBFD and semi-static SBFD,
	-	In case of large packet size and dynamic SBFD option 2, based on results from 3 sources,
-	dynamic SBFD has similar or lower mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for all load levels,
-	and dynamic SBFD has higher mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for all load levels, except one source reported lower 5% DL Average-UPT for high load level.
	-	In case of large packet size and dynamic SBFD option 3, based on results from 2 sources,
-	dynamic SBFD has higher mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for low load level, similar or higher mean UL Average-UPT for medium load level, higher or lower 5% UL Average-UPT for medium load level, and lower mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for high load level,
-	and dynamic SBFD has higher mean DL Average-UPT for low load level, similar or higher 5% DL Average-UPT for low load level, higher mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for medium load level, higher mean DL Average-UPT for high load level, and higher or lower 5% DL Average-UPT for high load level.
	-	In case of small packet size and dynamic SBFD option 3, based on results from 1 source,
-	dynamic SBFD has lower mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for all load levels,
-	and dynamic SBFD has similar mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for all load levels, except higher 5% DL Average-UPT for high load level.
-	For slot configurations {XXXXX} for dynamic SBFD and semi-static SBFD,
	-	In case of large packet size and dynamic SBFD option 3, based on results from 2 sources,
-	dynamic SBFD has higher mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for all load levels,
-	and dynamic SBFD has higher mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for all load levels.
	-	In case of small packet size and dynamic SBFD option 3, based on results from 1 source,
-	dynamic SBFD has lower mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for low load level, similar mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for medium load level, and higher mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for high load level,
-	and dynamic SBFD has similar mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for low and medium load levels and lower mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for high load level.

7.4.1.2	Urban Macro (FR1)
3 sources provided the SLS evaluation results of dynamic SBFD for Urban Macro (FR1). 
The co-site spatial isolation + digital isolation assumed by [Ericsson], [LG] and [vivo] are 93dB, 110dB and 100dB respectively.
7.4.1.2.1	Dynamic SBFD vs. dynamic TDD
In this sub-section, UPT and latency gain/increase of dynamic SBFD compared to dynamic TDD for Urban Macro (FR1) are provided. Evaluation results of different slot configurations are summarized in 7.4.1.2.1.1 and 7.4.1.2.1.2 respectively.
7.4.1.2.1.1	Slot configuration {XXXXU} vs. {FFFFU} 
In this sub-section, slot configurations {XXXXU} and {FFFFU} are assumed for dynamic SBFD and dynamic TDD respectively.
Dynamic SBFD Option 2 is assumed for results in Table 7.4.1.2.1.1-1, and dynamic SBFD Option 3 is assumed for results in Table 7.4.1.2.1.1-2 and 7.4.1.2.1.1-3.
No CLI handling is assumed for results in 7.4.1.2.1.1-1 and 7.4.1.2.1.1-2, and CLI handling is assumed for results in 7.4.1.2.1.1-3.
Table 7.4.1.2.1.1-1: Urban Macro (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. dynamic TDD, {XXXXU} vs. {FFFFU}
(dynamic SBFD Option 2, w/o CLI handling)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), dynamic SBFD slot configuration {XXXXU}, dynamic TDD slot configuration {FFFFU}, dynamic SBFD Option 2, DL: 0.5Mbytes, UL: 0.125Mbyte)

	
	[Ericsson]

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	-4.42%
	-21.32%
	-44.09%

	
	5%
	-5.17%
	-28.32%
	-69.51%

	
	50%
	-5.03%
	-23.03%
	-51.10%

	
	95%
	-2.60%
	-13.71%
	-27.91%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	-28.33%
	6.38%
	11.01%

	
	5%
	17.55%
	1.32%
	-6.96%

	
	50%
	-26.36%
	8.25%
	12.05%

	
	95%
	-33.24%
	6.60%
	10.53%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	6.30%
	44.90%
	268.14%

	
	5%
	1.03%
	14.08%
	35.97%

	
	50%
	6.00%
	33.69%
	110.47%

	
	95%
	10.50%
	56.63%
	437.25%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	1.32%
	-4.73%
	-9.02%

	
	5%
	86.34%
	-7.54%
	-7.44%

	
	50%
	17.64%
	-8.07%
	-14.67%

	
	95%
	-5.70%
	-5.07%
	-6.33%



Table 7.4.1.2.1.1-2: Urban Macro (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. dynamic TDD, {XXXXU} vs. {FFFFU}
(dynamic SBFD Option 3, w/o CLI handling)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), dynamic SBFD slot configuration {XXXXU}, dynamic TDD slot configuration {FFFFU}, dynamic SBFD Option 3, DL: 0.5Mbytes, UL: 0.125Mbyte)

	
	[Ericsson]
	[vivo]

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	-4.49%
	-22.00%
	-44.17%
	4.45%
	1.88%
	-2.41%

	
	5%
	-6.36%
	-30.88%
	-69.86%
	-8.95%
	-13.39%
	-33.80%

	
	50%
	-4.81%
	-23.64%
	-51.30%
	3.25%
	2.40%
	-6.87%

	
	95%
	-2.43%
	-14.06%
	-28.01%
	7.12%
	4.23%
	6.61%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	4.14%
	2.76%
	9.28%
	-25.46%
	-22.18%
	-38.22%

	
	5%
	8.47%
	-0.31%
	-1.13%
	54.65%
	29.34%
	131.48%

	
	50%
	3.91%
	3.92%
	11.87%
	-40.14%
	-41.40%
	-65.05%

	
	95%
	4.52%
	3.78%
	7.73%
	-1.92%
	-2.54%
	-22.35%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	6.26%
	44.11%
	264.61%
	18.08%
	-30.64%
	56.10%

	
	5%
	1.08%
	15.07%
	36.30%
	-6.04%
	-6.71%
	-3.88%

	
	50%
	6.16%
	35.40%
	110.65%
	-2.01%
	-2.85%
	5.42%

	
	95%
	10.61%
	56.37%
	425.64%
	50.30%
	72.89%
	319.31%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-3.71%
	-2.93%
	-8.07%
	96.13%
	127.44%
	249.35%

	
	5%
	-3.47%
	-3.01%
	-5.22%
	9.74%
	8.50%
	35.38%

	
	50%
	-2.90%
	-4.45%
	-12.64%
	59.01%
	73.46%
	207.83%

	
	95%
	-5.82%
	-3.52%
	-6.25%
	213.62%
	196.12%
	308.43%



Table 7.4.1.2.1.1-3: Urban Macro (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. dynamic TDD, {XXXXU} vs. {FFFFU}
(dynamic SBFD Option 3, w/ CLI handling)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), dynamic SBFD slot configuration {XXXXU}, dynamic TDD slot configuration {FFFFU}, dynamic SBFD Option 3, DL: 0.5Mbytes, UL: 0.125Mbyte)

	
	[vivo]

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	8.39%
	2.22%
	-10.33%

	
	5%
	16.86%
	-6.56%
	-13.16%

	
	50%
	6.83%
	6.10%
	-9.37%

	
	95%
	7.99%
	3.82%
	-7.28%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	-25.50%
	-22.36%
	-23.18%

	
	5%
	109.17%
	29.37%
	108.50%

	
	50%
	-38.93%
	-40.04%
	-59.58%

	
	95%
	-3.10%
	-0.46%
	2.59%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	5.09%
	-24.33%
	-2.37%

	
	5%
	-6.17%
	-6.84%
	3.50%

	
	50%
	-6.65%
	-1.82%
	15.44%

	
	95%
	54.92%
	14.34%
	64.81%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	59.05%
	118.03%
	127.40%

	
	5%
	12.96%
	8.61%
	0.28%

	
	50%
	62.32%
	65.34%
	150.58%

	
	95%
	154.39%
	184.25%
	104.27%



7.4.1.2.1.2	Slot configuration {XXXXX} vs. {FFFFF} 
In this sub-section, slot configurations {XXXXX} and {FFFFF} are assumed for dynamic SBFD and dynamic TDD respectively.
Table 7.4.1.2.1.2-1: Urban Macro (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. dynamic TDD, {XXXXX} vs. {FFFFF}
(dynamic SBFD Option 3, w/ & w/o CLI handling)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), dynamic SBFD slot configuration {XXXXX}, dynamic TDD slot configuration {FFFFF}, dynamic SBFD Option 3, DL: 0.5Mbytes, UL: 0.125Mbyte)

	
	[vivo]

	
	w/o CLI handling
	w/ CLI handling

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	0.13%
	-7.34%
	-21.55%
	3.87%
	-2.43%
	-16.13%

	
	5%
	-24.40%
	-26.88%
	-91.68%
	-14.31%
	-14.02%
	-29.74%

	
	50%
	-1.31%
	-8.67%
	-28.97%
	3.99%
	-2.38%
	-19.02%

	
	95%
	7.22%
	-1.17%
	3.54%
	7.56%
	5.11%
	-6.69%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	-29.87%
	-31.66%
	-51.62%
	-25.21%
	-23.09%
	-25.99%

	
	5%
	-36.57%
	-14.79%
	-92.39%
	-10.41%
	8.05%
	57.91%

	
	50%
	-46.89%
	-51.81%
	-68.51%
	-35.55%
	-35.74%
	-55.15%

	
	95%
	-4.09%
	-4.24%
	-40.53%
	-3.65%
	-1.66%
	-10.72%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	28.63%
	88.41%
	736.77%
	18.63%
	19.34%
	85.39%

	
	5%
	-7.69%
	-6.50%
	7.86%
	-7.79%
	-7.18%
	14.42%

	
	50%
	7.41%
	9.60%
	27.00%
	-0.74%
	4.72%
	20.91%

	
	95%
	91.81%
	358.29%
	3270.52%
	61.15%
	44.66%
	246.37%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	133.68%
	133.39%
	579.20%
	103.30%
	92.62%
	97.43%

	
	5%
	11.88%
	16.04%
	78.16%
	10.18%
	7.21%
	22.06%

	
	50%
	98.37%
	110.64%
	169.36%
	61.73%
	56.17%
	124.49%

	
	95%
	188.06%
	132.99%
	747.40%
	187.23%
	106.61%
	28.04%



7.4.1.2.1.3	Summary of the Observations
For the following observations, UPT gain in the range of {-5%, 5%} is considered as similar UPT.
For Urban Macro (FR1), for dynamic SBFD compared to dynamic TDD:
-	For slot configurations {XXXXU} for dynamic SBFD and {FFFFU} for dynamic TDD,
	-	In case of large packet size and dynamic SBFD option 2 w/o CLI handling, based on results from 1 source,
-	dynamic SBFD has higher or lower mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for all load levels, except similar 5% UL Average-UPT for medium load level,
-	and dynamic SBFD has lower mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for all load levels, except similar mean DL Average-UPT for low load level.
	-	In case of large packet size and dynamic SBFD option 3 w/o CLI handling, based on results from 2 sources,
-	dynamic SBFD has similar, higher or lower mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for all load levels,
-	and dynamic SBFD has similar or lower mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for all load levels.
	-	In case of large packet size and dynamic SBFD option 3 w/ CLI handling, based on results from 1 source,
-	dynamic SBFD has lower mean UL Average-UPT for all load levels, and higher 5% UL Average-UPT for all load levels,
-	and dynamic SBFD has higher mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for low load level, similar or lower mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for medium load level and lower mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for high load level.
-	For slot configurations {XXXXX} for dynamic SBFD and {FFFFF} for dynamic TDD,
	-	In case of large packet size and dynamic SBFD option 3 w/o CLI handling, based on results from 1 source,
-	dynamic SBFD has lower mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for all load levels,
-	and dynamic SBFD has lower mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for all load levels, except similar mean DL Average-UPT for low load level.
	-	In case of large packet size and dynamic SBFD option 3 w/ CLI handling, based on results from 2 source,
-	dynamic SBFD has lower mean UL Average-UPT for all load levels, lower 5% UL Average-UPT for low load level, and higher 5% UL Average-UPT for medium and high load levels.
-	and dynamic SBFD has lower mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for all load levels, except similar mean DL Average-UPT for low load level.

7.4.1.2.2	Dynamic SBFD vs. semi-static SBFD
In this sub-section, UPT and latency gain/increase of dynamic SBFD compared to semi-static SBFD for Urban Macro (FR1) are provided. Evaluation results of different SBFD slot configurations are summarized in 7.4.1.2.2.1 and 7.4.1.2.2.2 respectively.
7.4.1.2.2.1	SBFD slot configuration {XXXXU} 
In this sub-section, SBFD slot configuration {XXXXU} is assumed.
Dynamic SBFD Option 2 is assumed for results in Table 7.4.1.2.2.1-1, and dynamic SBFD Option 3 is assumed for results in Table 7.4.1.2.2.1-2 and 7.4.1.2.2.1-3.
For results in Table 7.4.1.2.2.1-1, two sources assume CLI handling and no CLI handling respectively. No CLI handling is assumed for results in 7.4.1.2.2.1-2, and CLI handling is assumed for results in 7.4.1.2.2.1-3.
Table 7.4.1.2.2.1-1: Urban Macro (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. semi-static SBFD, {XXXXU}
(dynamic SBFD Option 2, w/ & w/o CLI handling)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), SBFD slot configuration {XXXXU}, dynamic SBFD Option 2, DL: 0.5Mbytes, UL: 0.125Mbyte)

	
	[LG] (w/ CLI handling)
	[Ericsson] (w/o CLI handling)

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	19.60%
	9.80%
	-5.80%
	27.59%
	21.20%
	19.48%

	
	5%
	14.00%
	15.80%
	15.00%
	29.06%
	28.77%
	0.71%

	
	50%
	17.40%
	8.90%
	-8.30%
	25.25%
	21.64%
	23.31%

	
	95%
	　
	　
	　
	31.78%
	21.84%
	17.87%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	-9.50%
	-4.10%
	-1.20%
	-19.52%
	-22.38%
	-19.99%

	
	5%
	-2.70%
	1.40%
	-0.30%
	-32.74%
	-20.56%
	-8.99%

	
	50%
	-16.70%
	-4.60%
	-1.00%
	-22.00%
	-24.09%
	-24.23%

	
	95%
	　
	　
	　
	-15.84%
	-19.71%
	-17.78%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-16.95%
	-10.14%
	1.24%
	-22.49%
	-22.81%
	-0.54%

	
	5%
	-25.00%
	-25.00%
	0.00%
	-24.77%
	-16.28%
	-12.77%

	
	50%
	-11.11%
	-10.00%
	5.26%
	-18.74%
	-18.69%
	-16.04%

	
	95%
	　
	　
	　
	-24.10%
	-23.36%
	1.99%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	7.58%
	0.00%
	-1.71%
	25.44%
	15.60%
	16.78%

	
	5%
	0.00%
	16.67%
	0.00%
	13.19%
	22.01%
	16.19%

	
	50%
	20.00%
	0.00%
	0.00%
	29.37%
	37.65%
	38.80%

	
	95%
	　
	　
	　
	30.65%
	7.10%
	8.82%



Table 7.4.1.2.2.1-2: Urban Macro (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. semi-static SBFD, {XXXXU}
(dynamic SBFD Option 3, w/o CLI handling)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), SBFD slot configuration {XXXXU}, dynamic SBFD Option 3, DL: 0.5Mbytes, UL: 0.125Mbyte)

	
	[vivo]
	[Ericsson]

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	7.76%
	-0.70%
	31.62%
	27.49%
	20.14%
	19.32%

	
	5%
	-4.74%
	-12.69%
	829.06%
	27.45%
	24.18%
	-0.44%

	
	50%
	7.42%
	-3.88%
	46.53%
	25.54%
	20.67%
	22.81%

	
	95%
	15.56%
	7.16%
	14.71%
	32.01%
	21.35%
	17.70%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	29.33%
	16.36%
	8.69%
	16.94%
	-25.02%
	-21.24%

	
	5%
	6.84%
	4.52%
	173.45%
	-37.93%
	-21.84%
	-3.30%

	
	50%
	11.08%
	-14.71%
	57.64%
	10.07%
	-27.13%
	-24.36%

	
	95%
	42.70%
	39.36%
	7.23%
	31.76%
	-21.84%
	-19.87%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-6.41%
	-14.66%
	-73.36%
	-22.52%
	-23.23%
	-1.49%

	
	5%
	-18.17%
	-15.90%
	-12.23%
	-24.73%
	-15.56%
	-12.56%

	
	50%
	-0.45%
	8.42%
	-32.91%
	-18.62%
	-17.65%
	-15.97%

	
	95%
	-10.89%
	-13.76%
	-78.35%
	-24.02%
	-23.48%
	-0.21%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-2.18%
	1.52%
	-36.52%
	19.21%
	17.78%
	18.00%

	
	5%
	-34.14%
	-29.78%
	-5.63%
	-41.36%
	27.99%
	18.98%

	
	50%
	-15.35%
	26.62%
	-33.71%
	6.78%
	43.07%
	42.10%

	
	95%
	20.45%
	15.87%
	-37.62%
	30.48%
	8.84%
	8.91%



Table 7.4.1.2.1.1-3: Urban Macro (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. semi-static SBFD, {XXXXU}
(dynamic SBFD Option 3, w/ CLI handling)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), SBFD slot configuration {XXXXU}, dynamic SBFD Option 3, DL: 0.5Mbytes, UL: 0.125Mbyte)

	
	[vivo]

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	9.97%
	-0.11%
	-14.03%

	
	5%
	3.86%
	-18.29%
	-32.49%

	
	50%
	9.49%
	-0.39%
	-16.04%

	
	95%
	16.27%
	6.08%
	-6.20%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	32.11%
	42.20%
	22.15%

	
	5%
	44.65%
	19.24%
	-4.13%

	
	50%
	23.82%
	50.97%
	0.19%

	
	95%
	41.75%
	46.53%
	33.55%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-16.18%
	-20.09%
	65.80%

	
	5%
	-18.27%
	-16.11%
	-4.16%

	
	50%
	-4.84%
	7.67%
	26.11%

	
	95%
	59.44%
	-5.90%
	91.48%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-22.88%
	-27.94%
	-23.03%

	
	5%
	-32.30%
	-31.33%
	-23.67%

	
	50%
	-17.68%
	-33.45%
	-6.63%

	
	95%
	-8.29%
	0.75%
	-8.26%



7.4.1.2.2.2	SBFD slot configuration {XXXXX} 
In this sub-section, SBFD slot configuration {XXXXX} is assumed.
Table 7.4.1.2.2.2-1: Urban Macro (FR1) dynamic SBFD vs. semi-static SBFD, {XXXXX}
(dynamic SBFD Option 3, w/ & w/o CLI handling)
	Simple description of key assumptions (RSI based on 1dB desense, Twice area & same TxRUs (Option 2), SBFD slot configuration {XXXXX}, dynamic SBFD Option 3, DL: 0.5Mbytes, UL: 0.125Mbyte)

	
	[vivo]

	
	w/o CLI handling
	w/ CLI handling

	
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load
	Low load
	Medium load
	High load

	DL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	5.27%
	4.99%
	-1.82%
	7.71%
	-3.19%
	-28.18%

	
	5%
	-5.78%
	84.29%
	-1.40%
	8.43%
	12.77%
	-29.06%

	
	50%
	4.52%
	5.65%
	9.59%
	7.14%
	-4.85%
	-30.68%

	
	95%
	13.63%
	1.26%
	-5.92%
	13.74%
	6.00%
	-20.00%

	UL average-UPT gain
	Mean
	52.73%
	88.66%
	30.04%
	60.49%
	87.42%
	66.19%

	
	5%
	-1.05%
	N/A
	N/A
	79.95%
	N/A
	[bookmark: _GoBack]N/A

	
	50%
	9.58%
	62.54%
	55.92%
	33.59%
	60.88%
	90.03%

	
	95%
	109.57%
	119.17%
	41.80%
	110.79%
	114.88%
	90.84%

	DL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-4.60%
	-69.78%
	-29.47%
	5.48%
	-4.65%
	125.91%

	
	5%
	-15.46%
	-14.49%
	1.12%
	-15.54%
	-14.75%
	8.64%

	
	50%
	3.28%
	2.01%
	-0.25%
	-2.41%
	13.15%
	53.30%

	
	95%
	21.51%
	-77.84%
	-24.74%
	4.75%
	10.11%
	329.52%

	UL packet-Latency increase
	Mean
	-9.62%
	-60.97%
	-30.81%
	-26.44%
	-51.38%
	-78.52%

	
	5%
	-54.99%
	-51.15%
	-24.86%
	-55.61%
	-54.02%
	-40.19%

	
	50%
	-16.08%
	-23.74%
	-12.80%
	-27.89%
	-40.10%
	-46.37%

	
	95%
	2.02%
	-74.14%
	-22.99%
	-1.67%
	-59.07%
	-85.57%



7.4.1.2.2.3	Summary of the Observations
For the following observations, UPT gain in the range of {-5%, 5%} is considered as similar UPT.
For Urban Macro (FR1), for dynamic SBFD compared to semi-static SBFD:
-	For slot configurations {XXXXU} for dynamic SBFD and semi-static SBFD,
-	In case of large packet size and dynamic SBFD option 2 w/ CLI handling, based on results from 1 source,
-	dynamic SBFD has similar mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for all load levels, except lower mean UL Average-UPT for low load level,
-	and dynamic SBFD has higher mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for all load levels, except lower mean DL Average-UPT for high load level.
-	In case of large packet size and dynamic SBFD option 2 w/o CLI handling, based on results from 1 source,
-	dynamic SBFD has lower mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for all load levels,
-	and dynamic SBFD has higher mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for all load levels, except similar 5% DL Average-UPT for high load level.	
-	In case of large packet size and dynamic SBFD option 3 w/o CLI handling, based on results from 2 sources,
-	dynamic SBFD has higher or lower mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for all load levels, 
-	and dynamic SBFD has similar or higher mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for all load levels, except one source reported lower 5% DL Average-UPT for medium traffic load.
	-	In case of large packet size and dynamic SBFD option 3 w/ CLI handling, based on results from 1 source,
-	dynamic SBFD has higher mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for all load levels, except similar 5% UL Average-UPT for high load level,
-	and dynamic SBFD has higher mean DL Average-UPT, similar 5% DL Average-UPT for low load level, similar mean DL Average-UPT for medium load level, lower 5% DL Average-UPT for medium load level, and lower mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for high load level.
-	For slot configurations {XXXXX} for dynamic SBFD and semi-static SBFD, based on results from 1 source,
	-	In case of large packet size and dynamic SBFD option 3 w/ & w/o CLI handling,
-	dynamic SBFD has higher mean and 5% UL Average-UPT for all load levels, except a similar 5% UL Average-UPT for low load level without CLI handling,
-	and dynamic SBFD has similar, higher or lower mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for low and medium load levels, and similar mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for high load level without CLI handling, and lower mean and 5% DL Average-UPT for high load level with CLI handling.

