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1      Introduction
This contribution lists RAN1 agreements for Rel-18 WI on Further NR coverage enhancements (WI code NR_cov_enh2 [1]) up until RAN1#114.
2      Summary of agreements
PRACH coverage enhancements
RAN1 #110bis-e agreement for 9.14.1
	Agreement
· For multiple PRACH transmissions with same beam, at least support to use same PRACH preamble during the multiple PRACH transmissions in one RACH attempt.
· FFS: whether different preambles can be utilized in different PRACH transmissions during the multiple PRACH transmissions in one RACH attempt.

Agreement
· For multiple PRACH transmissions with same beam, at least ROs located at different time instances can be utilized for the transmissions.
· FFS: whether/how the starting RB of ROs can be different at different time instances for multiple PRACH transmissions.
· FFS: whether/how multiple PRACH transmissions located in the same time instance, e.g., for UEs with multiple Tx chains.

Agreement
For multiple PRACH transmissions with same beam, for RAR monitoring, consider the following options.
· Option 1: One RAR window per each PRACH transmission, the RAR window follows the legacy design.
· FFS: RA-RNTI.
· Option 2: Only one RAR window for all of the multiple PRACH transmissions.
· FFS: the start position of the RAR window.
· FFS: RA-RNTI.



RAN1 #111 agreement for 9.14.1
	Agreement
For multiple PRACH transmissions with same Tx beam, support to differentiate at least between multiple PRACH transmissions and single PRACH transmissions.

Agreement
For multiple PRACH transmissions with same Tx beam, to differentiate the multiple PRACH transmissions with single PRACH transmission, consider one or multiple of the following options.
· Option 1: Multiple PRACH are transmitted with separate preamble on shared ROs.
· Option 2: Multiple PRACH are transmitted on separate ROs.
· Option 3: Partial of multiple PRACHs are transmitted with separate preamble on shared ROs, while the other multiple PRACHs are transmitted on separate ROs.
· Other options are not precluded.
· Note: Shared or separate RO/preamble means that the RO/preamble is shared or separated with single PRACH transmission. 

Agreement
Study at least the following case for multiple PRACH transmissions with different Tx beams.
· UE uses different TX beams to transmit the multiple PRACH over ROs associated with the same SSB/CSI-RS
· FFS: UE uses different TX beams to transmit the multiple PRACH over ROs associated with different SSBs /CSI-RSs, where the different SSBs/CSI-RSs are not associated with the same RO.
· Note: not related to decision on CFRA 
Note: UE uses different TX beams to transmit the multiple PRACH over ROs associated with different SSBs/CSI-RSs, where the different SSBs/CSI-RSs are associated with the same RO is not considered.

Working Assumption
Simulation results for multiple PRACH transmissions with different beam(s) and same beam(s) (baseline) to be discussed in the next meeting.
· Simulation assumptions in TR 38.830 are used as the starting point for the simulation. 
· Focus on FR2.
· UE antenna configuration 2-2-2(baseline), 1-4-1(optional)
· Performance metric: 0.1% false alarm, 1% miss-detection
· Companies report the number of beams, the beam widths, beam correspondence assumption, and the boresights.
· Channel model for link-level simulation: CDL-A defined in table 7.7.1-1 in TR 38.901.
· Both that UE fulfills beamCorrespondence requirements Without UL-BeamSweeping and UE fulfils beamCorrespondence requirements With UL-BeamSweeping can be considered in the simulation are used as starting point for simulation.

Agreement
For multiple PRACH transmissions with same Tx beam, down-select one option from the following options.
· Option 1: gNB can only configure one value for the number of multiple PRACH transmissions.
· Option 2: gNB can configure one or multiple values for the number of multiple PRACH transmissions.
· FFS: details

Agreement
· For multiple PRACH transmissions with same Tx beam, at least SSB-RSRP threshold(s) are used to determine the number of PRACH transmissions at least for the first RACH attempt.
· Note: whether to support multiple numbers of PRACH transmissions is separately discussed.



RAN1 #112 agreement for 9.14.1
	Agreement
For multiple PRACH transmissions with same Tx beam, gNB can configure one or multiple values for the number of multiple PRACH transmissions.
· If multiple values are configured, PRACH resources differentiation between multiple PRACH transmissions with different number of multiple PRACH transmissions is supported.
· FFS: details

Working Assumption
For multiple PRACH transmissions with same Tx beam, to differentiate the multiple PRACH transmissions with single PRACH transmission, at least support that multiple PRACH are transmitted on separate ROs.
· Note: Separate RO means that the RO is separated with single PRACH transmission. 
· FFS: whether Rel-17 framework of feature combination (FeatureCombination-r17) and additional RACH configuration (AdditionalRACH-Config-r17) can be reused for Rel-18 multiple PRACH transmissions to realize the corresponding PRACH resource partitioning.

Working Assumption
For multiple PRACH transmissions with same Tx beam, to differentiate the multiple PRACH transmissions with single PRACH transmission, support that multiple PRACH are transmitted with separate preamble on shared ROs.
· Note: Shared or separate RO/preamble means that the RO/preamble is shared or separated with single PRACH transmission. 
· FFS: whether Rel-17 framework of feature combination (FeatureCombination-r17) and additional RACH configuration (AdditionalRACH-Config-r17) can be reused for Rel-18 multiple PRACH transmissions to realize the corresponding PRACH resource partitioning.

Conclusion
For multiple PRACH transmissions within one RACH attempt, they are only transmitted over ROs associated with the same SSB/CSI-RS.
Note: This applies for multiple PRACH transmissions with same Tx beam, and also applies for multiple PRACH transmissions with different Tx beam (if supported).

Agreement
For multiple PRACH transmissions with same Tx beam in one RACH attempt, transmission power ramping is not applied within one RACH attempt.

Agreement
For multiple PRACH transmissions with same Tx beam, only one RAR window is supported for RAR monitoring for one RACH attempt.
· FFS: the start position of the RAR window.
· FFS: RA-RNTI.

Agreement
For multiple PRACH transmissions with same Tx beam, "RO group" is assumed for multiple PRACH transmissions with separate preamble on shared ROs and/or multiple PRACH transmissions on separate ROs, and one RO group consists of valid RO(s) for a specific number of multiple PRACH transmissions.
· Note 1: All ROs in one RO group is associated with the same SSB(s).
· Note 2: Shared or separate RO/preamble means that the RO/preamble is shared or separated with single PRACH transmission.
· Note 3: whether/how to define “RO group” in specification will be discussed separately
· [bookmark: _Hlk132802158]Note 4: Valid RO(s) refers to what is defined in existing specification
· FFS: whether and how to address collision between valid ROs for multiple PRACH transmissions and other existing ROs for legacy single PRACH transmission or other features, e.g., 2-step RACH.
· FFS: the time span of RO group.
· FFS: whether and how ROs can be shared between different RO groups for different number of multiple PRACH transmissions.
· FFS: other details

Agreement
Support {2, 4, 8} for the number of multiple PRACH transmissions with same Tx beams.

Note: It is summarized by FL that for the same number of PRACH transmissions per source, 
· 1 source [Ericsson] shows that: Multiple PRACH transmitted by beam sweeping, where a UE has no prior knowledge of channel and sweeps Tx beams across 360 degrees horizontally and 180 degrees vertically, outperforms multiple PRACH transmissions with the same Tx wide beam (omni direction) by at least 1 dB, provided gNB configures only one SSB and receives PRACH with a wide beam.
· 3 sources [ZTE, Nokia, vivo] show that: A gain from about 1~3 dB of beam sweeping is observed if a UE is able to direct at least one of its Tx beams in the right direction or to narrow down the azimuth and/or zenith range of 360 degrees and/or 180 degrees for beam sweeping compared with multiple PRACH transmissions with the same Tx wide beam.
· 1 source [Huawei] shows that: compared to the same wide beam for multiple PRACH transmission, if different Tx beams are finer beams, then 3.9~5 dB gains are observed assuming that only one PRACH occasion with the best detected SINR is selected at the gNB reception, where the beam gain of fine beam is 4 times that of wide beam.
· 1 source [vivo] shows that: The performance of PRACH repetition with beam sweeping among beams far apart is 3 dB worse than PRACH repetition with single best beam
· 1 source [vivo] shows that: The performance of PRACH repetition with beam sweeping among beams in the directions close to the best Tx beam is 1dB worse than PRACH repetition with single best beam.
· 1 source [vivo] shows that: PRACH repetition via random beam directions performs 1 dB worse than PRACH repetition with omni beam.



RAN1 #112bis-e agreement for 9.12.1
	Agreement
Confirm the following working assumptions.
	Working Assumption
For multiple PRACH transmissions with same Tx beam, to differentiate the multiple PRACH transmissions with single PRACH transmission, at least support that multiple PRACH are transmitted on separate ROs.
· Note: Separate RO means that the RO is separated with single PRACH transmission. 
· FFS: whether Rel-17 framework of feature combination (FeatureCombination-r17) and additional RACH configuration (AdditionalRACH-Config-r17) can be reused for Rel-18 multiple PRACH transmissions to realize the corresponding PRACH resource partitioning.

Working Assumption
For multiple PRACH transmissions with same Tx beam, to differentiate the multiple PRACH transmissions with single PRACH transmission, support that multiple PRACH are transmitted with separate preamble on shared ROs.
· Note: Shared or separate RO/preamble means that the RO/preamble is shared or separated with single PRACH transmission. 
· FFS: whether Rel-17 framework of feature combination (FeatureCombination-r17) and additional RACH configuration (AdditionalRACH-Config-r17) can be reused for Rel-18 multiple PRACH transmissions to realize the corresponding PRACH resource partitioning.



Agreement
[bookmark: _Hlk132864355]Send LS to inform RAN2 about the 2 confirmed Working Assumptions, and details on how to realize PRACH resource partitioning is up to RAN2.

Conclusion
There is no consensus to support multiple PRACH transmissions within one RACH attempt located at same time instance in Rel-18.
Note: multiple PRACH transmissions within one RACH attempt located at same time instance includes multiple PRACH transmissions in FDMed ROs located at the same time instance and multiple PRACH transmissions with different preambles in the same RO.

Conclusion
There is no consensus to support utilizing different preambles during the multiple PRACH transmissions with the same Tx beam in one attempt.

Agreement
· Multiple PRACH transmissions within one RACH attempt are only performed within one RO group.
· The number of valid ROs in the RO group is equal to one of the configured number(s) of multiple PRACH transmissions.
· Note1: If only one value is configured for multiple PRACH transmissions, then the number of valid ROs in the RO group is equal to this value.
· Note2: If multiple values are configured for multiple PRACH transmissions, for each value, the number of valid ROs in the RO group is equal to the corresponding number of multiple PRACH transmissions.
· Note 3: Valid RO(s) refers to what is defined in existing specification.

Agreement
[Draft] LS R1-2304070 is endorsed in principle by appending RAN1 agreement “Agreement
Send LS to inform RAN2 about the 2 confirmed Working Assumptions, and details on how to realize PRACH resource partitioning is up to RAN2”, as well as fixing the formulation of the LS.

Agreement
Final LS R1-2304141 is endorsed.

Agreement
The starting point of RAR window is after the last symbol of the last valid RO in the RO group corresponding to the multiple PRACH transmissions.
Note: Valid RO(s) refers to what is defined in existing specification, i.e., Section 8.1 in TS 38.213.
Note: The last valid RO is irrespective of whether the PRACH transmission on the last valid RO in the RO group is dropped or not



RAN1 #113 agreement for 9.12.1
	Agreement
A set of RO group(s) for a configured number of multiple PRACH transmissions is determined/configured within a time period X, starting from frame 0. The determined/configured set of RO groups repeats every time period X.
· The time period X is K SSB-to-RO association pattern periods.
· Note: Whether/how to introduce SSB-to-RO group mapping
· FFS: K is configured by the network or determined based on some rule.

Conclusion
If multiple values for the number of multiple PRACH transmissions are configured, support both options to differentiate between multiple PRACH transmissions with different numbers.
· Option 1: Multiple PRACH transmissions with different numbers are transmitted on separate ROs.
· Option 2: Multiple PRACH transmissions with different numbers are transmitted with separate preamble on shared ROs.
Note: Shared or separate RO/preamble means that the RO/preamble is shared or separated between multiple PRACH transmissions with different numbers.

Agreement
If one or more PRACH transmission(s) of the multiple PRACH transmissions in one PRACH attempt are dropped based on the rules causing to drop PRACH transmission(s) in existing spec., the dropped PRACH transmission(s) is not postponed.
· FFS: whether to introduce new rules causing to drop PRACH transmission.
· FFS: whether there is standard impact if the dropped PRACH transmission affect the remaining PRACH transmission within the same RO group.

Agreement
RA-RNTI is calculated based on the last valid RO in the RO group corresponding to the multiple PRACH transmissions. 
Note 1: Valid RO(s) refers to what is defined in existing specification, i.e., Section 8.1 in TS 38.213.
Note 2: The last valid RO is irrespective of whether the PRACH transmission on the last valid RO in the RO group is dropped or not.

Conclusion
There is no consensus to support Multiple PRACH transmission with different Tx beams in Rel-18.

Agreement
For RO group determination for multiple PRACH transmissions, following parameters are considered.
· The candidate number of multiple PRACH transmissions, e.g. {2,4,8}, is/are explicitly configured.
· The number of ROs within one RO group can be implicitly determined accordingly.
· Default value(s) is/are not precluded
· The number of SSB-to-RO association pattern periods K within the time period X, down select from the following options.
· Option 1: K is explicitly configured.
· Option 2: K is implicitly determined
· Option 3: K is a fixed value for all number of multiple PRACH transmissions.
· Determination of starting RO for each RO group for each value of the number of multiple PRACH transmissions, down select from the following options.
· Option 1: Index/indices of the starting RO(s) of the RO group(s) is/are explicitly indicated. 
· FFS: whether other parameters configured by gNB to allow density control and/or RO group(s) position alignment for multiple configured numbers
· FFS: whether only the starting RO of the first RO group is explicitly indicated, and the starting ROs of the other RO groups are implicitly determined.
· FFS: other ROs for each RO group
· Option 2: The time start position and the frequency start position of the first valid RO for each RO group are implicitly determined.
· FFS: other ROs for each RO group
· FFS: whether other parameters configured by gNB to allow density control and/or RO group(s) position alignment for multiple configured numbers
· FFS: The frequency hopping offset, if frequency hopping is supported.
· FFS: RO group specific preamble if multiple PRACH transmissions with different numbers are transmitted with separate preamble on shared ROs
· FFS: Time span of the RO group
· All other legacy parameters for single PRACH transmission can be reused, if applicable.
Agreement
· For multiple PRACH transmissions with separate preamble on shared ROs, reuse legacy SSB to RO mapping rule, and only the ROs mapped to SSBs for single PRACH transmission can be used for multiple PRACH transmissions.
Agreement
· For multiple PRACH transmissions on separate ROs, down-select one of the following options:
· Option 1: SSB-to-RO group mapping is introduced.
· Option 2: Reuse legacy SSB to RO mapping rule



RAN1 #114 agreement for 9.12.1
	Agreement
For multiple PRACH transmissions on separate ROs, reuse legacy SSB to RO mapping rule.

Agreement
For a given number of N multiple PRACH transmissions, all the RO groups within a time period X are determined as follows:
· Firstly, the starting RO of the first RO group is determined, then its remaining ROs are determined. Next, the starting RO of other RO groups and its remaining ROs are determined sequentially. 
· the starting RO is determined as follows (down select only one of the Alt.):
Alt.1 (w/o density control)
· the starting RO of the first RO group is the first valid RO within the time period X.
· the starting RO of other RO groups are determined as the first valid RO after the previous RO group in the following order within the time period X: first, in increasing order of frequency resource indexes for frequency multiplexed PRACH occasions; second, in increasing order of time resource indexes.
Alt.2 (w/ density control)
· If a time offset is configured, then
· the starting RO of the first RO group for each  is determined from the first valid RO within the time period X, first in increasing order of frequency resource index for frequency multiplexed PRACH occasions; second in increasing order of time resource index.
· the starting RO of the n-th RO group for each  is determined as the RO at the time offset equal to a number of valid ROs from the starting RO of the (n-1)-th RO group for the same .
· If time offset is not configured, then Alt.1 Applies.
· It is not expected to have overlapping RO between any two RO groups for the given number of N multiple PRACH transmissions.
· the remaining N-1 ROs are the next N-1 ROs after the starting RO with increasing order of time resource indexes and associated with the same SSB(s) as the starting RO, and (down select only one of the Alt.) 
· Alt. 1 (the starting RB of ROs within a RO group is the same) the N-1 ROs are with the same starting RB as the starting RO.
· Alt. 2 (the starting RB of ROs within a RO group can be different) the N-1 ROs are with the lowest frequency resource index in corresponding time instance.
· Alt. 3 (the starting RB of within a RO group can be different and a frequency offset is configured) the N-1 ROs are determined based on a configured frequency offset.
· Alt. 4 (the starting RB of ROs within a RO group can be different), the N-1 ROs are with the same relative frequency resource index among the multiple frequency multiplexing ROs associated with the same SSB in corresponding time instances.
Agreement
Add the following notes to the above agreement:
Note1: “the starting RO of other RO groups are determined as the first valid RO after the previous RO group in the following order within the time period X: first, in increasing order of frequency resource indexes for frequency multiplexed PRACH occasions; second, in increasing order of time resource indexes.” is illustrated as in the following figure (N=2, for ROs associated with SSB#0). This works for both Alt.1 and Alt.2 for the starting RO determination.
[image: 图片包含 图示

描述已自动生成]

Note2: all the ROs mentioned in the agreement are valid ROs associated with the given same SSB(s) and all the RO groups mentioned in the agreement are RO groups consisting of valid ROs associated with the given same SSB(s).
Note3:  of an RO, frequency resource index of an RO, and the starting RB of an RO indicate the same meaning, i.e., locate in the same frequency position.

Conclusion
For multiple PRACH transmissions with the same Tx beam, the two transmission power determination equations (just for reference: equation (1) and (2) as shown in the reference) of Rel-17 NR PRACH are reused for calculating the transmission power of each PRACH transmission, i.e.,
PREAMBLE_RECEIVED_TARGET_POWER = preambleInitialReceivedTargetPower + DELTA_PREAMBLE + (PREAMBLE_TRANSMISSION_COUNTER – 1) * powerRampingStep.
Note: The following is for reference.
	For reference:
The power control formula of NR PRACH consists of the following two steps:
Step 1: Calculate the receive target power of one single transmission. 
PREAMBLE_RECEIVED_TARGET_POWER=preambleInitialReceivedTargetPower+DELTA_PREAMBLE + (PREAMBLE_TRANSMISSION_COUNTER – 1) * powerRampingStep   (1)
Step 2: Calculate the transmission power of single transmission.
P_PRACH = min{P_CMAX(i), PREAMBLE_RECEIVED_TARGET_POWER + PL_c} [dBm] (2)



Agreement
For a given number of N multiple PRACH transmissions, to determine the starting RO of all the RO groups within a time period X:
· If a time offset is configured, then
· the starting RO of the first RO group for each  is determined from the first valid RO within the time period X, first in increasing order of frequency resource index for frequency multiplexed PRACH occasions; second in increasing order of time resource index.
· the starting RO of the n-th RO group for each  is determined as the RO at the time offset equal to a number of valid ROs from the starting RO of the (n-1)-th RO group for the same .
· If time offset is not configured, then 
· the starting RO of the first RO group is the first valid RO within the time period X.
· the starting RO of other RO groups are determined as the first valid RO after the previous RO group in the following order within the time period X: first, in increasing order of frequency resource indexes for frequency multiplexed PRACH occasions; second, in increasing order of time resource indexes.

Agreement
For a given number of N multiple PRACH transmissions, the remaining N-1 ROs are the next N-1 ROs after the starting RO with increasing order of time resource indexes and associated with the same SSB(s) as the starting RO:
· the N-1 ROs are with the same starting RB as the starting RO.

Agreement
For the number of SSB-to-RO association pattern periods K within the time period X,
· For multiple PRACH transmissions with different numbers, support 
One common K is implicitly determined as a minimum integer for all the configured number of multiple PRACH transmissions such that for each of  SSBs, there is at least one RO group per each configured number of multiple PRACH transmissions consisting of ROs associated with the SSB.

Agreement
For a given number of N multiple PRACH transmissions, the remaining N-1 ROs are the next N-1 ROs after the starting RO with increasing order of time resource indexes and associated with the same SSB(s) as the starting RO, to determine the remaining N-1 ROs:
· the N-1 ROs are with the same starting RB as the starting RO.




Power domain enhancements
RAN1 #110bis-e agreement for 9.14.2
	Agreement
The following work split principles will be adopted in RAN1 for power domain enhancement throughout Rel-18 from RAN1 perspective and send LS to RAN4 in this meeting:
· RAN1 performs link level simulations of candidate solutions for power domain enhancements to study at least the SNR variation, PAPR/CM, and EVM, brought by each solution.
· Transparent MPR/PAR reduction solutions can be considered as a benchmark for studying the performance of non-transparent solutions.
· RAN1 is not expected to perform RF simulations of candidate solutions for power domain enhancements
· Results of RF simulations can be included in RAN1 contributions
· RAN1 will assess RAN1 specification impact of candidate MPR/PAR reduction solutions
· A list of candidate solutions, including necessary parameters, from RAN1 perspective should be ready before the end of RAN1 #111, and should be included in an LS to RAN4.
· RAN1 understands that RAN4 is responsible for selecting the Rel-18 MPR/PAR reduction solution, if any.
Conclusion
Sub-PRB transmission is de-prioritized for the study of MPR/PAR reduction solutions in Rel-18.
Agreement
The following spectrum extension options for frequency domain spectrum shaping with spectrum extension (FDSS-SE), are considered for studying MPR/PAR reduction enhancements in Rel-18:
· Option 1: Symmetric extension
· Option 2: Cyclic extension
· Option 3: Cyclic shift plus symmetric extension.
Agreement
The following design aspects of tone reservation (TR), are considered for studying MPR/PAR reduction enhancements in Rel-18:
· Sideband tone reservation size is expressed in integer units of RBs.
· FFS:
· Sideband tone reservation size
· Sideband tone reservation size determination
· Whether PRTs are added only to data or also DMRS symbols
Agreement
For enhancements to realize increasing UE power high limit for CA and DC, RAN1 can study based on RAN4’s input
· Whether RAN1 enhancements to information exchange between UE and gNB are needed to improve scheduling and network performance when using higher power CA/DC.
· FFS how to realize such information exchange, e.g., signalling enhancement, and what is the spec impact.
Agreement
DFT-s-OFDM is the target waveform for the study and, if applicable, the design of MPR/PAR reduction solutions in Rel-18.
Note: No doubt from RAN1 about the offline consensus “Results concerning the application of solutions for DFT-s-OFDM to CP-OFDM can be presented by companies in their contributions”.   
Agreement
For power-domain enhancements targeting MPR/PAR reduction, study the following configurations for DFT-S-OFDM:
· At least pi/2-BPSK and QPSK modulation are considered
· FFS: other modulations, e.g., 16-QAM
· Any number of RB can be considered
· The starting RB of the allocation can be any RB in the BWP 
· FFS:
· Whether restrictions on the number of allocated RB or on the starting RB of the allocation are considered.
Agreement
At least the following candidate solutions for MPR/PAR reduction will be studied in RAN1.
· Frequency domain spectrum shaping w/ spectrum extension
· Frequency domain spectrum shaping w/o spectrum extension
· Tone reservation (which can only be w/ spectrum extension)
Agreement
The following design aspects of frequency domain spectrum shaping with spectrum extension (FDSS-SE), are considered for studying MPR/PAR reduction enhancements in Rel-18:
· Spectrum extension size is expressed in integer units of RBs.
· Both DMRS and data symbols undergo spectrum shaping
· FFS:
· Which extensions factor(s) to consider, where extension factor (α) is given by spectrum extension size / Total allocation size.
· Impact of shaping filter on FDSS-SE performance
· How to extend DMRS sequence to spectrum extensions, based on either the existing ZC-sequence DMRS or low-PAPR DMRS for PUSCH (FG 16-6c)
· How extension size is determined
Agreement
For link-level performance evaluation:
· R17 PUSCH DFT-s-OFDM waveform is the baseline for performance comparison
· Transparent schemes (to be reported by companies) can be used as benchmark for the performance assessment
All considered solutions should be configured to operate with same amount of time-frequency resource and a same spectral efficiency, that is:
· Same number of DFT-s-OFDM symbols
· Same TBS
· Same RB allocation
Note: it is understood that minor TBS variations across different waveform configurations can occur and are acceptable.
Agreement
For link-level performance evaluation, the performance of the considered MPR/PAR reduction solutions is studied using at least the metrics included in the work split principles for power domain enhancement agreed by RAN1 for Rel-18, for instance, but no limited to, , defined as the SNR variation w.r.t. baseline under the requirement BLER=10-1.
· FFS whether further definition or refinement of the metrics is needed
Note: metrics other than the ones included in the work split principles for power domain enhancement agreed by RAN1 for Rel-18 can be reported by companies.
Agreement 
For link-level performance evaluation, companies are encouraged to report configuration details of the following aspects, when applicable:
· Shaping filter used for evaluating frequency domain spectrum shaping w/ and w/o spectrum extension (both the filter used at the transmitter and at the receiver should be reported, if the two filters are assumed to be mismatched).
· PRT generation algorithm used for evaluation tone reservation w/ spectrum extension.
· Design details and configuration of any transparent scheme used as benchmark 
Agreement 
For link-level performance evaluation of MPR/PAR reduction solutions involving the use of Tx filter, companies are encouraged to assume a Tx filter which fulfils a set of spectrum flatness requirements, e.g., existing RAN4 spectrum flatness requirements
· FFS whether the set of spectrum flatness requirements shall be the same set of constraints as in the current RAN4 spec or not.
For link-level performance evaluation of MPR/PAR reduction solutions involving the use of spectrum extensions or sideband, companies are encouraged to report whether/how the extended portion of the spectrum is handled by the receiver in the simulations.



RAN1 #111 agreement for 9.14.2
	Agreement
· At least the following enhancements to information exchange between UE and gNB to facilitate higher power transmissions in CA and DC can be considered for study. Enhanced signaling, if necessary and subject to RAN4’s input, to allow: 
· Determination at gNB of power class change at the UE
· Increased awareness at gNB of energy/power availability at the UE, e.g., a budget.
· More informative PHR to be sent from UE to gNB, which may include, e.g., P-MPR related information, power headroom for carrier configured for DL but not UL, power class change indication.
· More effective scheduling decisions in the context of UL CA, e.g., best band combination, preferred carrier for servicing uplink, adaptive load sharing across sharing, 
· Other options are not precluded.

Agreement
For RAN1 link-level performance evaluation of MPR/PAR reduction solutions involving the use of spectrum shaping filter, companies are encouraged to use at least the following spectrum shaping filter configuration for calibration purpose:
· 2-tap, e.g., (1 0.28), 3-tap, e.g., (0.335 1 0.335), (0.28 1 0.28) 
· Truncated RRC (0.5, 0.1667)  
There is no restriction to use other spectrum shaping filter coefficients in simulations. 
Note: the above does not have spec impact.

Agreement
The following non-transparent solutions for MPR/PAR reduction are currently under discussion in RAN1.
· Frequency domain spectrum shaping w/ spectrum extension
· Tone reservation w/ spectrum extension
In addition, transparent schemes, for instance but not limited to frequency domain spectrum shaping w/o spectrum extension or schemes based on clipping and filtering, are also being evaluated to serve as a benchmark to assess the benefits of non-transparent solutions. Companies are allowed to use any transparent transmission scheme of their choice.

Agreement
At least the symmetric spectrum extension option for frequency domain spectrum shaping with spectrum extension (FDSS-SE), are considered for studying MPR/PAR reduction enhancements in Rel-18.

Conclusion
It is RAN1 understanding that:
· Performance comparison based on net gain results combining transmitter and receiver performance is performed by RAN4.
· No final decision would be taken by RAN1 on which MPR/PAR reduction solution, will be specified in Rel-18, if any, since this is RAN4’s responsibility.
· It does not preclude RAN1 specification impact
Agreement
For the study of the PAPR/CM of DMRS when considering tone reservation as candidate enhancement for MPR/PAR reduction in Rel-18, RAN1 to consider at least the case that PRTs are added to the DMRS symbols (in the sideband). The case of PRTs not added to DMRS symbols can be used as a benchmark.

Agreement
The LS out RAN1 aims at drafting before the end of RAN1 #111 should include at least the following three parts:
1. List of candidate non-transparent and an initial list of transparent (if any) schemes considered for study by RAN1
2. Schemes-specific parameterization used by RAN1 for evaluation, e.g., spectrum extension factor and cyclic shift (if applicable), sideband size, filter assumptions (if any), channel model and so on.
3. Further parameterizations used in RAN1 evaluations, e.g., carrier frequency, channel model and so on.

Agreement
The following baseline parameterization is used for link-level performance evaluation of MPR-PAR reduction solutions in RAN1 for Rel-18. 
	Channel 
	PUSCH, 14 symbols 

	Carrier frequency and scenario
	4GHz (Urban), 
28GHz (Urban)
700MHz (Rural),

	Channel BW
	100MHz for Urban
20MHz for Rural,

	SCS
	30 kHz (4GHz), 
120 kHz (28GHz)
15 kHz (700 MHz), 

	Channel model
	TDL-C 300ns for FR1 Urban (4GHz), 
TDL-A 30ns for FR2 Urban (28GHz), 
TDL-D 30ns for Rural

	UE speed
	3km/h

	Waveform
	According to agreements

	Modulation
	According to agreements

	Number of Tx antennas
	1, Optional: 2 

	Number of Rx antennas
	4 for FR1 Urban, 
2 for FR2,
2 or 4 for FR1 Rural, 

	Number of DMRS symbols
	2

	Number of PUSCH data symbols
	12

	HARQ configuration
	No retransmissions

	Frequency hopping
	Disabled

	Number of PRBs
	Reported by companies

	MCS
	Chosen as a function of the number of PRBs to guarantee same spectral efficiency between MPR/PAR reduction solutions and baseline/benchmarks as per agreements

	Extension factor [FDSS-SE] / sideband size [TR] (α)
	[1/8, 1/4, 3/8] is encouraged. 

	BLER
	10%


For any parameter that is not listed in the table, companies are encouraged to consider corresponding value from TR 38.830 (or TR 38.868, if the parameter is absent in TR 38.830) and report the parameter with the results.
Notes: 
· Other configurations and scenarios can be studied, and corresponding results can be reported.
· RAN1 to inform RAN4 about the content of the table.
· This table can be updated in future meetings, especially if alignment with assumptions and parameterization in RAN4 is needed
Agreement
Study the PAPR/CM[/OBO] of DMRS with FDSS-SE, e.g., the following solutions:
· Option 1 - Based on low PAPR Type 1 DMRS sequence:
· 1-a:  A DMRS sequence is generated considering the number of PRBs in the inband + extension. The sequence length depends on the number of PRBs in the inband + extension.
· 1-b A DMRS sequence is generated considering the number of PRBs in the inband (no extension). The sequence length depends on the number of PRBs in the inband. The sequence is then cyclically extended to span the PRBs in the extension.
· 1-c A DMRS sequence is generated considering the number of PRBs in the inband (no extension). The sequence length depends on the number of PRBs in the inband. DMRS extension is applied similar to data to span the PRBs in the extension.
· Option 2 - Based on low PAPR type 2 DMRS sequence
· Variances like those of Option 1 can be referred
· Option 3 – For in-band DMRS lengths 6/12/18/24 symbols, DMRS sequence is obtained by DFT transformation of low PAPR sequence type 1. Then the sequence is extended to span the PRBs in the extension in the same way as data extension.
Note: Other solutions can be studied. Comparison with the three solutions above is encouraged. Sequence with different density between in-band and extension can be studied.

Working Assumption
· The following set of configurations is for companies’ consideration for the calibration of the link performance of MPR/PAR reduction techniques.
	 
	No spectrum extension
	With spectrum extension

	TBS value
	Tput estimation for DDDSU @4GHz
	#PRBs
	MCS
	#PRBs before extension
	#PRBs after extension
	MCS
	Spectrum extension factor

	2408
	963.2 kbps
	16
	7
	14
	16
	8
	1/8 

	5376
	~2.15 Mbps
	32
	8
	28
	32
	9
	1/8 

	272
	108.8 kbps
	8
	0
	6
	8
	1
	¼

	1032
	412.8 kbps
	8
	6
	6
	8
	8
	¼

	2152
	~0.9 Mbps
	40
	2
	30
	40
	3
	¼

	4992
	~2.0 Mbps
	40
	6
	30
	40
	8
	¼

	552
	220.8 kbps
	16
	0
	10
	16
	2
	3/8

	1736
	694.6 kbps
	32
	2
	20
	32
	4
	3/8

	[432
	172.8 kbps
	8
	2
	6
	8
	3
	¼]

	[808
	323.2 kbps
	24
	0
	18
	24
	1
	¼]


· The values above serve as a common basis, but any other configuration and result reported by companies will be considered for any input related to LLS that RAN1 may provide to RAN4. 
· Results of the simulations of MPR/PAR reduction solutions which companies may report in contributions to RAN1 #112 should be reported using the template in R1-2212918.
· Note: At least 10% BLER SNR is reported

Decision: The draft LS in R1-2212916 is endorsed in principle. Final LS is approved in R1-2212917.



RAN1 #112 agreement for 9.14.2
	Agreement
Further discussions in RAN1 concerning means to facilitate higher power transmissions in CA and DC, if applicable, can target increasing gNB awareness of UE’s Tx power, e.g., PHR reporting enhancement such as current power class, power class change, or application of P-MPR by UE (subject to RAN4’s input). 
· FFS: details.

Agreement
If FDSS-SE is supported in Rel-18, RAN1 to further study the following approaches for DMRS, when the DMRS sequence length before extension of the sequence, if any, is larger than or equal to 30: 
· Approach A – the DMRS sequence is extended: A DMRS sequence is generated considering the number of PRBs in the inband (no extension). The sequence length depends on the number of PRBs in the inband. Two sequence types can be considered:
· A.1: The sequence is a low PAPR Type 1 DMRS sequence.
· A.2: The sequence is a low PAPR Type 2 DMRS sequence. 
FFS: how the sequence is extended.
· Approach B – the DMRS sequence is not extended: A DMRS sequence based on low PAPR type 1 or type 2 DMRS sequence is generated considering the number of PRBs in the inband + extension. The sequence length depends on the number of PRBs in the inband + extension.
Note: if low PAPR type 2 is used then both the number of PRBs in the inband and the number of PRBs in the inband+extension must be valid DFT sizes as per NR specification
Performance metrics considered for the study are PAPR, CM[, and OBO] for DMRS and 10% BLER SNR for data (to measure channel estimation accuracy).

Agreement
If FDSS-SE is supported in Rel-18, and RB allocations resulting in DMRS sequence length smaller than 30 before extension of the sequence, if any, are supported, RAN1 to study at least the following approaches: 
· Approach A – the DMRS sequence is extended: A DMRS sequence is generated considering the number of PRBs in the inband (no extension). The sequence length depends on the number of PRBs in the inband. Two sequence types can be considered:
· A.1: The sequence is obtained by DFT transformation of an existing DMRS sequence, e.g., low PAPR Type 1 DMRS sequence. 
· A.2: The sequence is a Type 1 or Type 2 DMRS sequence.
   FFS: how the sequence is extended. 
· Approach B – the DMRS sequence is not extended: A DMRS sequence based on type 1 or type 2 DMRS sequence is generated considering the number of PRBs in the inband + extension. The sequence length depends on the number of PRBs in the inband + extension.
Note: if low PAPR type 2 is used then both the number of PRBs in the inband and the number of PRBs in the inband+extension must be valid DFT sizes as per NR specification
Note: Other sequences are not precluded for Approach A and Approach B.
Performance metrics considered for the study are PAPR, CM [, and OBO] for DMRS and 10% BLER SNR for data (to measure channel estimation accuracy).

Agreement
Include in the LS to RAN4 for reporting LLS results
Note: The excel file is used to collect the results.

Working Assumption
· The following set of configurations is for companies’ consideration for the comparsion of the performance of DMRS with FDSS-SE.
	No spectrum extension
	With spectrum extension

	#PRBs
	MCS
	#PRBs before extension
	#PRBs after extension
	MCS
	Spectrum extension factor

	8
	0 
[only QPSK]
	6
	8
	1 
[only QPSK]
	¼

	8
	6
	6
	8
	8
	¼

	40
	2
	30
	40
	3
	¼

	40
	6
	30
	40
	8
	¼

	
	
	
	
	
	

	[6
	3
	4
	6
	5
	1/3]

	[36
	7
	32
	36
	8
	1/9]


· FR1 4GHz Urban scenario is prioritized.
· The following filters are for companies’ consideration for the calibration of the performance of DMRS with FDSS-SE
· 3-tap (0.28 1 0.28) 
· [Truncated RRC (0.5, 0.1667) or 2-tap (1 0.28)]  
· Note1: Considered metrics are PAPR/CM, 10% BLER SNR of data for the considered DMRS configuration (for measuring impact of channel estimation accuracy)[, and OBO]
· Note2: companies are encouraged to consider a receiver which at least makes use of the extension for the decoding (e.g., MRC)
· Note3: The values above serve as a common basis, but any other configuration can be studied by companies. 
Decision: The Draft LS R1-2302080 is endorsed in principle. Final LS is approved in R1-2302081.



RAN1 #112bis-e agreement for 9.12.2
	Agreement
· If FDSS-SE is supported in Rel-18, DMRS are mapped on PRBs of both inband and extension and gNB can assume that they are filtered using the same Tx shaping filter as data.
· FFS: whether and which optimizations to Rel-15 and/or Rel-16 DMRS, including sequence extension and/or mapping, to be used with FDSS-SE, are needed.
· Note: whether this will have RAN1 specification impact (if any) is a separate discussion and subject to RAN4’s conclusion to support FDSS-SE as one MPR/PAR reduction solution for Rel-18 (if any).

Observation
RAN1 discussed advantages and disadvantages of solutions included in R1-2302270 (R4-2303701) on enhancements to realize increasing UE power high limit for CA and DC. Pros and cons of the inclusion in the PHR report of at least one of the following quantities have been analyzed for different reporting mechanisms, triggers, and reporting periodicities:
· ∆PPowerClass 
· Power class
· P-MPR 
· Start and length of evaluation period for power class fallback
· Estimated duration of power class fallback
· Estimated duration over which UE can sustain Pcmax before additional P-MPR is required
· Sustainable duty cycle to prevent a fallback
· Energy/power availability
Note: Discussion is still ongoing, and its full current content can be found in Section 2.1.2 of R1-2303924.



RAN1 #113 agreement for 9.12.2
	Agreement
If FDSS-SE is supported in Rel-18, for the case of DMRS sequence length before extension of the sequence, if any, larger than or equal to 30, legacy DMRS sequences are used with FDSS-SE.
RAN1 to down-select in RAN1 #114 only one of the following alternatives: 
· Alternative A:
· Sequence length determination is based on the number of PRBs in the total allocation
· Legacy mapping procedure is used over the total allocation
· Alternative B:
· Sequence length determination is based on the number of PRBs in the inband.
· The sequence is cyclically extended to span the number of PRBs in the total allocation.
· FFS: whether the mapping of the DMRS sequence to the REs start from the first PRB of the total allocation or from the first PRB of the inband.
· Alternative C 
· Sequence length determination is based on the number of PRBs in the inband.
· Mapping and extension of the DMRS sequence is performed like for data.
FFS: the case of DMRS sequence length before extension of the sequence, if any, smaller than 30.
FFS: whether this applies to Low-PAPR Type 2 DMRS
Note: down-selection should be based at least on OBO evaluations, as well as delta(SNR). Other metrics, e.g., PAPR and CM, can also be considered.
Working Assumption
· If FDSS-SE is supported in Rel-18:
· transport block size is calculated using the number of PRBs in the inband.
· The number of PRBs used to determine the DFT size for transform precoding is the number of PRBs in the inband.
· FFS: how the number of PRBs/subcarriers in the inband is determined by the UE, i.e., details about FDRA indication

Agreement
· If FDSS-SE is supported in Rel-18, RAN1 to down-select in RAN1 #114 only one of the following options for spectrum extension configuration:
· Option 1: Spectrum extension is [configured/indicated/determined] using an extension factor. One or more extension factors are supported
· Option 2: Spectrum extension is [configured/indicated/determined] using an even number of PRBs. One or more candidate number of PRBs is supported
· FFS: details.
· Note: whether this has impact on DCI or not or has further specification impact or not is a separate discussion and is also subject to RAN4’s conclusion to support FDSS-SE in Rel-18.

Agreement
· [bookmark: _Hlk132796740]If FDSS-SE is supported in Rel-18:
· The number of resource blocks used to determine the PUSCH transmission power is the number of PRBs in the total allocation
· FFS: how the number of PRBs/sub-carriers in the inband and total allocation is determined by the UE, i.e., details about FDRA indication

Conclusion
If enhancements to the PHR report are to be specified in Rel-18, at least the following enhancements to the PHR report framework might be potentially useful for realizing high power uplink transmissions in CA and DC:
· Reporting of ∆PPowerClass and/or current power class
· Reporting of P-MPR.
Discussion continues in RAN1 on whether enhancements to the PHR report are needed in Rel-18.

Working Assumption
If FDSS-SE is supported in Rel-18:
· For PT-RS symbol mapping, the index m of PT-RS samples in OFDM symbol l prior to transform precoding is a function of the number of sub-carriers in the inband.
FFS: how the number of PRBs/sub-carriers in the inband and total allocation is determined by the UE, i.e., details about FDRA indication



RAN1 #114 agreement for 9.12.2
	Agreement
Draft LS R1-2308560 is endorsed in principle by removing Q5.
Agreement
Final LS R1-2308561 is endorsed.



Dynamic switching between DFT-S-OFDM and CP-OFDM
RAN1 #110bis-e agreement for 9.14.3
	Agreement
Dynamic waveform switching enhancement in R18 is only applicable to PUSCH channel.

Working Assumption
Support at least one of the following options for the dynamic waveform indication in R18:
Alt 1: Indication from an UL scheduling DCI
· Alt 1-A: New field in scheduling DCI
· Alt 1-B: Reuse existing field in scheduling DCI
· Alt 1-B-1: Explicit indication by repurposing field, e.g.
· Add one column to TDRA table
· Add one column to MCS table(s)
· Other solutions not precluded
· Alt 1-B-2: Implicit determination from condition(s) on scheduling information, e.g.
· RA type, MSB of RA
· Number of RBs (below threshold or multiple of 2,3,5)
· Location of RB allocation within carrier and the associated MPR
· MCS below threshold
· Number of PUSCH repetitions (or whether PUSCH repetition is used) and/or TBoMS
· Number of DMRS CDM group(s) without data
· Precoding information and number of layers
· SRI
· Condition over multiple types of scheduling information
· Other types of scheduling information not precluded
· Indicated waveform applies at least to the scheduled PUSCH transmission
· FFS: Whether it also applies to subsequent transmissions, and of which type
· FFS: DCI formats can contain the indication 
· FFS: Indication applies only if condition(s) are satisfied (e.g. PDCCH occasion, /RNTI, /Search space of the scheduling DCI, latest PHR reported by the UE, etc.)
Alt 2: Indication from a non-UL scheduling DCI
· FFS: DCI formats that can provide the indication (e.g. Downlink DCI, UE-group common DCI)
· FFS: Types of subsequent transmissions to which indication is applicable

Agreement 
To study and if necessary, specify, enhancements to assist the scheduler in determining waveform switching, such as:
· Reporting power headroom related information 
· Other solutions are not precluded

Agreement
Dynamic waveform switching enhancement in R18 is applicable to PUSCH scheduled by DCI format 0_1 or 0_2 in PDCCH with CRC scrambled with C-RNTI, MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI with NDI=1.
· Note: The above does not imply that dynamic switching enhancement in R18 is applicable or not applicable to other cases of PUSCH (e.g. PUSCH transmission with a Type 1 or Type 2 configured grant, PUSCH scheduled by DCI format 0_0).



RAN1#111 agreements for 9.14.3
	Agreement
For DCI based solution, 
· For supported dynamically scheduled PUSCH, support dynamic waveform switching indication from UL scheduling DCI
Note: “Supported dynamically scheduled PUSCH” is to be confirmed in further discussion 
Note: It does not imply that the waveform switching indication applies to other transmission or not
· Indication from non-UL scheduling DCI is not supported.
Note: the working assumption made in RAN1#110b-e for “Support at least one of the following options for the dynamic waveform indication in R18” does not need to be confirmed

Working Assumption
[bookmark: _Hlk127399401]Support new 1-bit field for dynamic waveform indication from UL scheduling DCI
· Note: no change of the current size alignment procedure between UL DCI and DL DCI


Agreement
Study the necessity of the following potential enhancements to assist the scheduler in determining waveform switching:
· Reporting power headroom related information based on PCMAX,f,c applicable to a target waveform 
· Target waveform can be same or different from waveform of an actual PUSCH transmission
· FFS target RB allocation and/or target modulation order can be same or different from respective properties of an actual PUSCH transmission 
· FFS determination of target waveform, target RB allocation, target modulation order
· FFS details, e.g. report PCMAX,f,c or Type 1 power headroom for a waveform, or difference thereof between waveforms
· PHR triggering enhancements, e.g.
· Network-triggered PHR
· PH becomes lower (higher) than a threshold
· PHR triggered by waveform switching
· Reporting of recommended waveform or request to switch waveform
· Other solutions not precluded



RAN1#112 agreements for 9.14.3
	Agreement
For single TB scheduled by single DCI, support new 1-bit field for dynamic waveform indication from UL scheduling DCI.
Note: no change of the current size alignment procedure between UL DCI and DL DCI.


Conclusion
There is no consensus to support “Dynamic waveform switching to PUSCH transmissions with a Type 2 configured grant” in R18.

Agreement
Dynamic waveform switching in R18 is not applicable to PUSCH transmissions with a Type 1 configured grant.

Conclusion
The dynamic waveform indication in a DCI containing a dynamic uplink grant applies only to PUSCH transmission(s) corresponding to the dynamic uplink grant.



RAN1#112bis-e agreements for 9.12.3
	Agreement
For DCI format 0_1/0_2 containing dynamic waveform indication, bit width of each field is set to the maximum between the bit width of the field if transform precoding is disabled and the bit width of the field if transform precoding is enabled, if different.
· If, for the waveform indicated in the DCI, the bit width N of a field would be smaller than the bit width of the field set as per the above, UE decodes the field using N least significant bits. If N=0, the UE ignores the field for the indicated waveform.


Agreement
For potential enhancements to assist the scheduler in determining waveform switching, RAN1 to select 1 from the following options:
· Option 1: Reporting of power headroom information for a reference PUSCH using target waveform different from waveform of actual PUSCH.
· Details FFS.
· Note: reporting PH information for both waveforms is not precluded.
· Note: additional trigger for PH for reference PUSCH is not precluded.
· Option 2: New trigger of power headroom report based on waveform switching event.
· Details FFS.
· Option 3: Both Option 1 and Option 2.
· Details FFS.
· Option 4: No enhancement.

Conclusion
For PUSCH transmission scheduled by C-RNTI with DCI format 0_0, UE considers transform precoding enabled or disabled according to msg3-transformPrecoder as in legacy.


Agreement
Dynamic waveform switching is configured separately for each BWP, within PUSCH-Config.

Agreement
For UE configured with multi-PUSCH scheduling in time domain in a carrier (i.e. pusch-TimeDomainAllocationListForMultiPUSCH), DCI format 0_1 supports 1-bit field for dynamic waveform switching indication.
· When configured, 1-bit field indicates waveform for all scheduled PUSCH transmissions.


Agreement
For PUSCH scheduled by DCI format 0_1/0_2 with dynamic waveform switching indication field configured, and useInterlacePUCCH-PUSCH is not configured, downselect between following options:
· Option 1 (configuration restriction with error case handling):
· UE does not expect resourceAllocation set to resourceAllocationType0.
· If DFT-S-OFDM is indicated and resourceAllocation set to dynamicSwitch, UE does not expect MSB of FDRA field set to 0. 

· Option 2 (UE only uses resourceAllocation if CP-OFDM is indicated):
· If DFT-S-OFDM is indicated, UE applies type 1 resource allocation.
· If CP-OFDM is indicated, UE applies resource allocation according to resourceAllocation IE.
· Size of FDRA field is aligned between size for type 1 resource allocation and size according to resourceAllocation IE.

Agreement
For PUSCH scheduled by DCI format 0_1/0_2 with dynamic waveform switching indication field configured, downselect between following options:
· Option 1 (configuration restriction with error case handling):
· UE does not expect dmrs-Type to be set to type2.

· Option 2 (UE only uses dmrs-Type if CP-OFDM is indicated):
· If DFT-S-OFDM is indicated, UE applies DMRS type 1.
· If CP-OFDM is indicated, UE applies DMRS type according to dmrs-Type.

Agreement
For configuration of 1-bit dynamic waveform switching indication in DCI format 0_1/0_2 per a carrier, downselect between following options:
· Option 1: Separate configuration of presence of dynamic waveform switching field for DCI format 0_1 and DCI format 0_2.
· Option 2: Common configuration of presence of dynamic waveform switching field for DCI format 0_1 and DCI format 0_2.



RAN1#113 agreements for 9.12.3
	Agreement
Configuration of dynamic waveform switching indicator field, for a BWP, is separately configurable between DCI format 0_1 and DCI format 0_2.

Agreement
For potential enhancements to assist the scheduler in determining waveform switching, RAN1 to select 1 from the following options:
· Option 1: Reporting of power headroom information for a reference PUSCH using target waveform different from waveform of actual PUSCH. 
· Details FFS.
· Note: Any MAC CE related decision is up to RAN2
· Option 4: No enhancement. 



RAN1#114 agreements for 9.12.3
	Agreement
Support following enhancement to assist the scheduler in determining waveform switching:
· Reporting of power headroom information for an assumed PUSCH using target waveform different from waveform of actual PUSCH. 
· Note: Any MAC CE related design is up to RAN2
· Subject to separate UE capability 
· Details FFS.
Conclusion (Made in RAN#100, RP-231498)
RAN2 will not work on PHR triggering procedure for dynamic waveform switching in Rel-18 UL Coverage enh WI
Send LS to inform above agreement and conclusion.

Agreement
Draft LS R1-2308364 is endorsed in principle.
Agreement
Final LS R1-2308376 is endorsed.

Agreement
Introduce two new RRC parameters for configuration of DWS field in DCI formats 0_1/0_2:
· Value range is {enabled, disabled} for each of DCI format 0_1 and DCI format 0_2:
· “enabled” means that DWS field is present in the DCI format and UE follows DWS field.
· “disabled means that DWS field is not present and UE follows legacy parameter (transformPrecoder) when scheduled using the DCI format.

Agreement
For reporting of power headroom information for assumed PUSCH using target waveform different from waveform of actual PUSCH, support the following:
· Power headroom information for assumed PUSCH is based on an actual PUSCH transmission.
· In case of no actual PUSCH transmission on a serving cell, power headroom information for assumed PUSCH is not supported.
· DWS field needs to be configured for at least one DCI format for the BWP of the actual PUSCH, otherwise power headroom information for assumed PUSCH is not supported.
· If actual PUSCH transmission is with DFT-S-OFDM waveform, UE computes power headroom information of an assumed PUSCH with CP-OFDM waveform. If actual PUSCH transmission is with CP-OFDM waveform, UE computes power headroom information of an assumed PUSCH with DFT-S-OFDM waveform.
· All parameters that are used for the calculation of PCMAX,f,c(i), except waveform, are the same between assumed PUSCH and actual PUSCH.
· In case assumed PUSCH transmission is not supported for the parameters that are used for the calculation of PCMAX,f,c(i), power headroom information for assumed PUSCH is not computed or reported.
· Power headroom information for assumed PUSCH contains:
· PCMAX,f,c(i) of assumed PUSCH
· Accounting for applicable MPR, A-MPR and P-MPR for the assumed PUSCH.
· If UE reports power headroom information for assumed PUSCH in a PUSCH transmission, legacy PHR is also reported in the same PUSCH transmission.
· No consensus in RAN1 if the following applies or not: if UE reports legacy PHR in a PUSCH transmission, power headroom information for assumed PUSCH is also reported.
· Note: RAN endorsed the following at RAN#100: “RAN2 will not work on PHR triggering procedure for dynamic waveform switching in Rel-18 UL Coverage enh WI” [RP-231498].
Send LS to RAN2 to inform above agreement.

Agreement
Draft LS R1-2308476 is endorsed in principle by adding above agreement.
Agreement
Final LS R1-2308477 is endorsed.

Agreement
Introduce a new RRC parameter under PHR-Config for configuration of reporting of power headroom information for an assumed PUSCH:
Value range is {enabled}

Agreement
Value “0” of dynamic waveform switching indicator field maps to transform precoding enabled.
Value “1” of dynamic waveform switching indicator field maps to transform precoding disabled.


3      Reference
[1]  RP-221858, “Revised WID on further NR coverage enhancements,” China Telecom, June 2022.
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