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1. Overall Description:
RAN2 has concluded the discussion for the evaluation of mobility interruption, control plane latency and user plane latency for the IMT-2020 NTN Self Evaluation. The related assumptions to evaluate control plane and user plane procedures and latency components are given in the Annex for reference.
RAN2 respectfully asks RAN1 to provide feedback if any issues are found related to the assumptions or the final evaluation values provided in the TP. If no issues are found, RAN2 assumes this text proposal can be adopted in TR 37.910.

2. Actions
To RAN1
ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully asks RAN1 to provide feedback if any issues are found related to the assumptions or the final evaluation values provided in the TP.

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting:
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #124	November 13 – November 17, 2023	Chicago, US
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #125	February 26 – March 1, 2024	             Athens, GR


4. Annex:
Relevant RAN2 agreements.
· RAN2 will perform the evaluations of user plane latency, control plane latency, and mobility interruption time.
· Evaluate the control plane latency from RRC_INACTIVE to RRC_CONNECTED.
· Evaluate the control plane latency based on the 2-step RACH.
· For user plane latency evaluation, HARQ disabling should be assumed.
· Evaluate the mobility interruption in beam mobility
· Confirm 0ms mobility interruption time is achieved by NR in beam mobility
· For RTD we consider the same scenario as considered by RAN1
· At the moment, RAN2 assumes the best-case scenario even though RAN2 understands that it might not be a common scenario in some cases. Additional scenarios can be considered during the self evaluation work
· RAN2 assumes that both UE and gNB are located at the satellite’s nadir, i.e., elevation angles are 90 degrees, for the calculation of round trip delay (RTD).
· Given the assumptions of Proposal 1, feeder and service link delays are included in the propagation delay computation (RTD).
· For the mobility interruption evaluation, RAN2 assumes that for now it is sufficient to consider beam-based mobility in NTN.
· From RAN2 perspective, satellite on-board delay can be considered negligible.
· RAN2 assumes the CP procedure defined in Figure 1 as the baseline for the CP evaluation.
· For the best-case scenario, RAN2 assumes a lossless scenario (p=0) for the User plane evaluation / RAN2 will not consider retransmissions.
· RAN2 assumes the following for the evaluation of CP and UP latency:
· NR FDD
· Only NTN bands are considered (n255, n256).
· UE capabilities 1 & 2
· Resource type mapping A &B
· SCS 15 kHz for the baseline scenario. FFS other supported scenarios (e.g., 30 kHz).

