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Introduction
In RAN#102 meeting, a work item on evolution of NR duplex operation is approved and the corresponding description is provided in [1] and described objective for CLI handling is as follows;
	· Specify enhancements for CLI handling [RAN1, RAN2, RAN3]:
· Support gNB-to-gNB co-channel CLI handling scheme(s) (the detailed schemes are to be down-selected from those in TR38.858 by RAN1#117)
· Support UE-to-UE co-channel CLI handling scheme(s) (the detailed schemes are to be down-selected from those in TR38.858 by RAN1#117) 
· Note: Without dedicated optimization for dynamic/flexible TDD. 



In this contribution, baseline assumption for CLI scenarios, CLI scenarios of interest and CLI handling schemes are discussed for CLI handling.

Baseline assumption for CLI scenarios
Before delving into the discussion on the CLI scheme, it is important to establish an agreement on the CLI environment to prevent divergence and prioritize discussions on necessary technologies. While various environments can be considered based on the configuration method of SBFD, it is crucial to first discuss the unavoidable (default) environment to prevent divergent discussion and enable focusing on more important issues first. To achieve this, the following should be considered as baseline assumptions for the CLI environment in SBFD:
Firstly, regarding the SBFD operation method, there have been several agreements in [2], but SBFD operation option 4 is considered as the default. Therefore, the following assumptions should be made: Both time and frequency locations of subbands for SBFD operation are known to SBFD-aware UEs. UE behaviors for non-SBFD aware UEs follow existing specifications. From the perspective of RAN1, new UE behaviors can be introduced for SBFD-aware UEs based on the time and frequency locations of subbands for SBFD operation.
Furthermore, while dynamic SBFD operation has not been excluded, it is suggested to prioritize the consideration of semi-static SBFD, with the possibility of discussing dynamic SBFD environments if necessary. In other words, assuming a semi-static configuration of subband time and frequency locations as baseline approach is necessary.
Additionally, the consideration of interference caused by out-of-band emissions, specifically inter-band CLI, should be taken into account as it is the major differences between dynamic/flexible TDD and SBFD.
Considering the common sense of the study item that SBFD operation is based on cell-specific configuration in the downlink or flexible time resources, gNBs will operate in non-SBFD uplink for the uplink resources configured as cell-specific. It may not be necessary to enforce alignment of these uplink resources, but it is suggested to initially discuss the environment where non-SBFD uplink is aligned and then expand to environments where it is not aligned based on that.
Lastly, it is essential to consider the coexistence of gNBs and UEs performing legacy TDD operation, i.e., SBFD/non-SBFD gNBs and SBFD-aware/unaware UEs, in the network. The presence of such gNBs and UEs coexisting should be fundamentally considered.

Proposal 1. For the CLI environment of SBFD, at least following is assumed;
· SBFD operation is semi-statically configured within RRC-configured downlink/flexible slots
· RRC-configured uplink is aligned across the gNBs in the network
· Inter-band CLI is considered
· SBFD/non-SBFD gNBs and SBFD aware/unaware UEs in the network

CLI scenarios of interest
To discuss CLI handling techniques, it is necessary to identify specific scenarios where CLI occurs due to SBFD operation. Although we assumed that uplink slots are aligned among gNBs, it may not always be feasible to assume that SBFD operation time-frequency resources are aligned among gNBs. Therefore, we can categorize the scenarios into two main scenarios. These are illustrated in Figure 1 and Figure 2, respectively.



[bookmark: _Ref159225441]Figure 1. (Scenario 1) Aligned SBFD configuration among gNBs

The aligned SBFD configuration shown as scenario 1, is a scenario where CLI can be minimized when considering semi-static SBFD. This scenario assumes cooperation among gNBs or gNBs operated by the same operator, making it a reasonable assumption. On the other hand, scenario 2, the unaligned SBFD configuration, can be considered a more generalized scenario, but the CLI environment is more complex. In other words, while scenario 2 is comprehensive, CLI from scenario 1 applies to both scenarios. Therefore, it would be appropriate to discuss scenario 1 as the baseline scenario, and further discussion is needed to make assumptions for scenario 2.

Proposal 2. Aligned SBFD configuration among gNBs is baseline scenario.
· FFS: unaligned SBFD configuration among gNBs



[bookmark: _Ref159225457]Figure 2. (Scenario 2) Unaligned SBFD configuration among gNBs

Based on Scenario 1, it is necessary to examine in detail the cases of inter-gNB CLI and inter-UE CLI. At the same time, it is important to clarify who can measure the CLI and where it can be measured before applying the CLI handling scheme. Accordingly, it is necessary to discuss which potential CLI measurement methods, agreed upon during the previous SI phase, are needed. Therefore, the following subsections describe inter-gNB CLI and inter-UE CLI for the CLI generated by SBFD operation. For the sake of descriptional convenience, the text refers to inter-gNB CLI or gNB-to-gNB CLI, but both terms essentially describe co-channel interference.

Co-channel gNB-to-gNB CLI
The inter-gNB CLI occurs when a victim gNB, which receives signals in the UL from an aggressor gNB transmitting in the DL, experiences interference. Based on the previously described scenario, the cases of inter-gNB CLI can be listed as follows. First, considering the intra-subband CLI in scenario 1, there is a victim gNB performing SBFD operation that experiences CLI from an aggressor gNB operating in non-SBFD mode. For example, in Figure 1, the DL transmission from the non-SBFD gNB in slot 2 or slot 3 is received as interference in the UL subband of the SBFD gNB in slot 2 or slot 3. This CLI is experienced by the victim gNB in its UL subband, but considering that the aggressor gNB does not take into account the victim gNB's SBFD subband, it may exist across the victim gNB's UL and DL subbands. In other words, although the victim gNB can measure this CLI in its UL subband, it can also be measured in the entire operational band, including the DL subband, if the aggressor gNB does not transmit in the DL subband, even during the time interval of SBFD operation. 
Next, considering the inter-subband CLI in scenario 1, CLI caused by out-of-band emissions should be considered. The victim gNB is the same gNB performing SBFD operation, and the aggressor gNB is also a gNB performing SBFD operation. Since aligned SBFD configurations is assumed, measurement is possible in the victim gNB's UL subband, similar to the intra-subband case. However, there are two main differences compared to intra-subband CLI. Firstly, sequence-based measurements are not possible, and secondly, since the aggressor and victim have the same SBFD configuration, the CLI exists entirely within the UL subband and is not measured in part of the UL subband. In summary, for the inter-gNB CLI scenario with aligned SBFD configurations among gNBs, the following observations are made for CLI induced by SBFD operation.

· For intra-subband inter-gNB CLI, gNBs operating non-SBFD are potential aggressor and gNBs operating SBFD become potential victim. The CLI can be measured by victim gNB within UL subband.
· For inter-subband inter-gNB CLI, gNBs operating SBFD are potential aggressor and gNBs operating SBFD become potential victim. The CLI can be measured by victim gNB within UL subband

Considering scenario 2, the CLI scenarios that were considered in scenario 1 still exist, along with additional CLI scenarios. When considering intra-subband CLI, an additional scenario arises where the DL subband transmission from one SBFD gNB affects the UL subband of another SBFD gNB. For example, in Figure 2, if the DL transmission from the SBFD gNB with config2 in slot 3 is received in the UL subband by the SBFD gNB with SBFD config1 in the same slot, it means that a part of the DL signal is received in the UL subband, making it difficult to measure using sequence-based RSRP or causing degradation in measurement performance.
Furthermore, considering the inter-subband CLI in scenario 2, it is similar to scenario 1 in that both the aggressor and victim experience CLI during the time interval of SBFD operation. However, due to unaligned SBFD configurations, the inter-subband CLI caused by out-of-band emissions may not exist entirely within the UL subband of the victim gNB.

Observation 1. For SBFD-specific inter-gNB CLI of aligned SBFD configuration, 
· SBFD gNB is potential victim gNB for both intra-subband and inter-subband CLI.
· Intra-subband and inter-subband CLI can be measured within UL subband by victim gNB.

Co-channel UE-to-UE CLI
Inter-UE CLI occurs when the victim UE receives the signal transmitted by the aggressor UE in the UL and receives it in the DL. Based on the previously described scenarios, let us list the cases of inter-UE CLI. The difference from inter-gNB CLI is that in addition to inter-/intra-subband CLI, inter-/intra-cell CLI should also be considered. While the gNB is described as SBFD gNB or non-SBFD gNB depending on whether it performs SBFD operation, for UEs, even if they are SBFD aware UEs, they will operate based on non-SBFD if the serving cell does not perform SBFD operation. Therefore, instead of SBFD aware/unaware UEs, it is more important from the CLI perspective whether they receive service from a gNB performing SBFD operation or from another gNB. For this purpose, those are referred as SBFD UEs and non-SBFD UEs, respectively.
First, the inter-cell intra-subband CLI in scenario 1 is discussed. This refers to the CLI caused by SBFD UEs to non-SBFD UEs. In the example of Figure 1, there are cases where the UL of the subband transmitted by the UE served by the SBFD gNB in slot 2 or slot 3 causes CLI in the DL of the non-SBFD UE served by the non-SBFD gNB. If the non-SBFD UE has SBFD configuration information, it can measure the CLI in the UL subband using RSRP or RSSI, and if it does not have SBFD configuration information, it can measure it in the DL full band. Here, although it is the UL subband of the aggressor, it is denoted as the UL subband due to the aligned SBFD configuration, as the UL subband is included in the DL full band for the victim UE, regardless of the presence of UL subband information.
On the other hand, when we examine the inter-cell inter-subband CLI in scenario 1, it is founded that it exists for the same aggressor-victim pair as the inter-cell intra-subband CLI. The difference is that it is an inter-subband CLI, so the victim UE can only measure it using RSSI. Another case is when an SBFD UE causes CLI to another SBFD UE. In the example of Figure 1, CLI occurs in the DL subband of the victim UE between two SBFD aware UEs receiving service from different SBFD gNBs.
Next, in scenario 1, the intra-cell intra-subband CLI occurs in cases where coexistence is considered. Among the UEs receiving service from the SBFD gNB, there may be SBFD unaware UEs, so the SBFD aware UE becomes the aggressor and the SBFD unaware UE becomes the victim. Since the victim UE is SBFD unaware, it can be measured in a part of the DL band, and if the victim UE's band includes the UL subband, it can be measured using RSRP and RSSI. If there is an adjacent SBFD aware UE to such a victim UE, CLI can be measured in the UL subband using RSRP and RSSI as metrics. 
Lastly, the intra-cell inter-subband CLI in scenario 1 is the CLI caused by an SBFD aware UE to other SBFD aware UEs and SBFD unaware UEs in the same cell. It can only be measured using RSSI and can be measured in a band other than the UL subband, such as the DL subband or a part of the entire DL band. In summary, for the inter-UE CLI scenario of aligned SBFD configuration among gNBs, the following CLI induced by SBFD operation is observed:

· For inter-cell intra-subband CLI, SBFD aware UEs served by SBFD gNB are potential aggressor and UEs served by non-SBFD gNB become potential victim. The CLI can be measured by victim UEs within DL band (or UL subband, if known) in terms of RSRP/RSSI.
· For inter-cell inter-subband CLI, SBFD aware UEs served by SBFD gNB are potential aggressor and UEs served by non-SBFD and SBFD gNBs become potential victim. The CLI can be measured by victim UEs within DL subband or DL band in terms of RSSI.
· For intra-cell intra-subband CLI, SBFD aware UEs served by SBFD gNB are potential aggressor and SBFD unaware UEs served by that SBFD gNB become potential victim. The CLI can be measured by victim UEs within DL band in terms of RSRP/RSSI.
· For intra-cell inter-subband CLI, SBFD aware UEs served by SBFD gNB are potential aggressor and UEs served by that SBFD gNB become potential victim. The CLI can be measured by victim UEs within DL subband or DL band in terms of RSSI.

In scenario 2, the CLI considered in scenario 1 would still exist, and there may be additional CLI to consider. 
For inter-cell intra-subband CLI, there would be interference caused by SBFD UEs to other SBFD UEs. From the perspective of the victim UE, the transmitting subband of aggressor UE may not be confined, so it can be measured using RSSI. However, it is important to note that even for SBFD aware UEs receiving service from non-SBFD gNBs, the SBFD configuration may differ between cells. Therefore, performing CLI measurements in the UL subband, as in scenario 1, would not be appropriate.
For inter-cell inter-subband CLI, the aggressor-victim UE relationship is the same as in scenario 1. However, due to unaligned SBFD configurations, there may be cases where the aggressor UE causes less CLI to the victim UE or cases where it causes more CLI in some parts of the victim UE's DL subband. For example, in Figure 2, the CLI caused by the UL transmission from the UE receiving service from the SBFD gNB with SBFD config1 to the DL subband of the UE receiving service from the SBFD gNB with SBFD config2 is an example of this.
On the other hand, intra-cell CLI remains the same as in scenario 1, regardless of intra-subband or inter-subband CLI.

Observation 2. For SBFD-specific inter-UE CLI of aligned SBFD configuration, 
· SBFD aware UE is potential aggressor UE for every case; inter-cell intra-subband, inter-cell inter-subband, intra-cell inter-subband, intra-cell intra-subband CLI.
· Inter-cell intra-subband CLI and intra-cell intra-subband CLI can be measured within DL band in terms of RSRP/RSSI
· For inter-cell intra-subband CLI, it can be measured by victim UE within UL subband in terms of RSRP/RSSI.
· Inter-cell inter-subband and intra-cell inter-subband CLI can be measured within DL subband (or DL band) in terms of RSSI.

Regarding the inter-UE inter-subband CLI measurement, potential methods were discussed in the SI and the results were captured in [2]. There is a total of three methods for measurement enhancement considering SBFD, and their details are as follows.

· Method#1: victim UE measures RSSI within DL subband
· Method#2: victim UE measures RSRP of aggressor UE within UL subband
· Method#3: victim UE measures RSSI within UL subband 
· Note: the restriction in Rel-16 that CLI is only measured within DL BWP does not forbid UE to measure CLI in UL subband when UL subband is confined within DL BWP.

Based on the results of the previous discussion, it is necessary to have all methods enabled even in the minimum scenario where the SBFD configurations are aligned between gNBs. Furthermore, if it is assumed that the SBFD configurations are not aligned between gNBs, it becomes even more crucial to introduce these methods. Therefore, an enhancement of the CLI measurement/report that enables these three methods is needed.

Proposal 3. For inter-UE inter-subband CLI measurement described in TS 38.858, all of the listed methods are supported.

CLI handling schemes
In the previous section, it should be discussed whether to apply a CLI handling scheme for the scenarios discussed, whether it be CLI suppression or avoidance. However, before that, it is important to prioritize the discussion on the areas that require enhancement based on the SBFD operation from the perspective of CLI measurement. During the study, various CLI handling schemes are discussed and captured [2]. Therefore, it is necessary to discuss which techniques to introduce, as this falls within the work scope. Each subsection will discuss these techniques individually.

SBFD-specific enhancement for CLI measurement/report
The first aspect to consider is the enhancement of CLI measurement resources based on the SBFD configuration. As discussed in Section 3.2, the aggressor UE causing inter-UE CLI is an SBFD aware UE transmitting on the UL subband in all scenarios. When the victim UE measures CLI from such UEs, it could perform measurements over the entire band. However, since the gNB performs the SBFD operation during specific time intervals, performing measurements over the entire band would result in frequent switching for the victim UE between SBFD slots and non-SBFD slots. Therefore, it would be more appropriate to perform measurements on the UL subband or DL subband. Several alternatives related to this have been discussed in the SI and are captured in [2].

· Alt #1: separate CLI-RSSI measurement resources/reports in each DL subband
· Alt #2: CLI-RSSI measure/report in one DL subband only
· Alt #3: CLI-RSSI measurement/report based on non-contiguous CLI-RSSI resource across downlink subbands

Considering that the UL subband will be positioned in the middle of the frequency domain and taking into account inter-subband inter-UE CLI, Alt 2 does not seem desirable. The difference between Alt 1 and Alt 3 lies in the flexibility of measurement/reporting. Regardless of the option chosen, it would be appropriate to follow the method of configuring the DL signal/channel for the UE.

Proposal 4. To determine how the resource of CLI-RSSI is configured considering SBFD, how DL signal/channel is configured for subband should be accounted for.

Next, we need to consider the coexistence with the Rel-16 CLI measurement/report mechanism. The Rel-16 CLI measurement/report mechanism operates based on L3 signaling and does not consider SBFD operation. Therefore, it is necessary to discuss the potential issues that may arise with the introduction of SBFD operation. First, let's examine the event-triggered report. The existing mechanism for event-triggered reports involves configuring multiple resources for CLI measurement. When an event and its threshold (i1-threshold) for CLI are set, the UE performs measurements on the respective resources and reports the CLI for the top-X resources when the threshold is exceeded. It should be noted that the i1-threshold is set as either srs-RSRP or cli-RSSI depending on the trigger quantity, but it is set as a single value for each quantity.
It is reasonable to assume the introduction of subband-based measurement resources for CLI. In other words, if subband-based CLI-RSSI resources are introduced and both subband-based and non-subband-based CLI-RSSI resources are configured for the UE, when an event-triggered report is configured, the UE will report for all resources that exceed the configured threshold when the report is triggered. RSSI represents the directly measured interference power on the configured resource, and therefore, it is highly dependent on the size of the measurement resource. The subband-based CLI-RSSI resources will naturally have a smaller size compared to non-subband-based CLI-RSSI resources. As a result, depending on the threshold settings, either only one side of the resources will be reported or there may be a continuous triggering of reports. Therefore, at least the separation of CLI-RSSI resources for subband and non-subband should be considered.

Proposal 5. At least separation of DL subband based CLI-RSSI report and non-subband based CLI-RSSI report is required for L3 based CLI reporting.

Candidate CLI handling schemes for enhancement
In the previous study item phase, there was a significant amount of study on CLI handling schemes, and the results were captured in [2]. The technologies captured as a result of the study were all included because they had an impact on CLI handling. However, due to time constraints of discussion, only a subset of these technologies needs to be selected and introduced. Therefore, the discussion in the WID is focused on selecting some of the listed technologies. It is important to consider whether there are any necessary changes due to the introduction of SBFD when assessing the importance of these technologies. In other words, it is crucial to determine if they meet the requirements for the enhancements mentioned in the previous section. Against this background, the technologies captured in [2] for SBFD CLI handling are examined.

Candidate CLI handling scheme for inter-gNB CLI to be supported. 
The first technology captured for SBFD CLI handling is the spatial domain coordination scheme for gNB Tx-beam nulling. This scheme aims to achieve beam nulling by utilizing either a steering vector or gNB-gNB channel measurement. Beam nulling based on the steering vector involves adjusting the beamforming weights of the gNB's transmission beams to nullify interference in specific directions. By steering the beams towards the desired signal and nulling the beams towards interfering signals, the gNB can effectively mitigate CLI. On the other hand, beam nulling based on gNB-gNB channel measurement utilizes the channel information between neighboring gNBs. By exchanging channel measurements, the gNBs can estimate the interference directions and adjust their beamforming weights accordingly to nullify the interference. Both of these approaches leverage spatial coordination techniques to nullify interference and improve the overall performance of the system in the presence of CLI. There are several considerations for achieving these schemes, which have potential specification impacts. Firstly, there is the reference signal for channel measurement between gNBs. However, as with the existing dynamic/flexible TDD, it would be sufficient to use the gNB's existing reference signal. Especially when considering the design of CSI-RS for SBFD configurations, it seems unnecessary to create a separate reference signal for CLI estimation or channel estimation between gNBs.
Secondly, there is information exchange between gNBs. The exchanged information includes not only the channel estimation results between gNBs but also the SBFD configuration information. In previous study items, many opinions suggested that some CLI handling schemes are feasible for gNB implementation. However, for CLI handling to be implemented, the exchange of channel information between gNBs or at least the SBFD configuration information would be necessary. Especially, as discussed in the CLI scenario earlier, if the SBFD configurations are the same among gNBs, this may not be required. However, if they are different, the exchange of SBFD configuration information is important to understand what types of CLI can occur in the network. This becomes even more useful when considering dynamic SBFD in the future and still useful for scenario 1 considering coexistence of non-SBFD gNBs and SBFD gNBs.
The second technology captured for SBFD CLI handling is the UL resource muting-based scheme for gNB-to-gNB CLI measurement. This scheme involves muting a portion of the UL channels of UEs served by the victim gNB. By muting these channels, the victim gNB can measure the CLI level or estimate the covariance matrix, enabling interference rejection cancellation (IRC) techniques. UL muting can be implemented in either a transparent or non-transparent manner, and each approach has different potential specification impacts. Only the non-transparent method would have a specification impact. This includes non-transparent UL muting resource patterns that may have an impact on PUSCH resource mapping. Additionally, there would be a need for gNB-to-gNB signaling of assistance information for interference/channel estimation over the Xn interface. These specification impacts need to be carefully considered when implementing the UL resource muting-based scheme for gNB-to-gNB CLI measurement, as they may require modifications to existing specifications and signaling mechanisms. Initially, non-transparent/transparent methods were discussed for UL resource muting. From a spec-oriented perspective, apart from that, the level of resource muting needs to be examined. It could be considered at the RB or RE level, but considering the propagation based on the distance between gNBs, achieving the original purpose of muting fewer resources to reduce loss becomes difficult at the RE level. If considering the RB level, the cancellation indication or blanking based on scheduling, which was introduced in existing URLLC, seems sufficient.

Proposal 6. For inter-gNB CLI handling, spatial domain coordination is supported
· Information exchange between gNBs should be specified for channel measurement and/or SBFD configuration.

Candidate CLI handling scheme for inter-UE CLI to be supported. 
Lastly, there is L1/L2-based CLI measurement/reporting as a candidate solution for inter-UE CLI handling. The main potential specification impacts mentioned in [2] are periodic/semi-persistent/aperiodic measurement/reporting. This is necessary to enable gNBs to apply appropriate CLI handling schemes or to understand the CLI environment of UEs. However, what needs to be considered first is overcoming the limitations of L3-based CLI measurement/reporting due to SBFD configuration changes. This requires focusing on resource configuration and reporting settings to enable CLI measurement based on SBFD-induced CLI environment, as well as subband-based resource configuration methods discussed in section 4.1 and overcoming the limitations of a single threshold event-triggered approach. Above all, it is important to enable inter-subband CLI measurement specific to SBFD. There are two possible approaches to amend explained above. The first one is to enhance L3 based CLI measurement/report and the second one is to introduce L1/L2 CLI measurement/report accounting for previous mentioned problems. Considering the limited time we have, the latter is more desirable and feasible solution.

Proposal 7. For inter-UE CLI handling, at least one of following options is supported.
· Option 1. Enhance L3 based UE-to-UE CLI measurement/report accounting for SBFD operation
· Option 2. Introduce L1/L2 based UE-to-UE CLI measurement/report

Summary
In this contribution, we have discussed on potential enhancements on CLI handling. From the discussion, we obtained following proposals and observations;

Proposal 1. For the CLI environment of SBFD, at least following is assumed;
· SBFD operation is semi-statically configured within RRC-configured downlink/flexible slots
· RRC-configured uplink is aligned across the gNBs in the network
· Inter-band CLI is considered
· SBFD/non-SBFD gNBs and SBFD aware/unaware UEs in the network

Proposal 2. Aligned SBFD configuration among gNBs is baseline scenario.
· FFS: unaligned SBFD configuration among gNBs

Observation 1. For SBFD-specific inter-gNB CLI of aligned SBFD configuration, 
· SBFD gNB is potential victim gNB for both intra-subband and inter-subband CLI.
· Intra-subband and inter-subband CLI can be measured within UL subband by victim gNB.

Observation 2. For SBFD-specific inter-UE CLI of aligned SBFD configuration, 
· SBFD aware UE is potential aggressor UE for every case; inter-cell intra-subband, inter-cell inter-subband, intra-cell inter-subband, intra-cell intra-subband CLI.
· Inter-cell intra-subband CLI and intra-cell intra-subband CLI can be measured within DL band in terms of RSRP/RSSI
· For inter-cell intra-subband CLI, it can be measured by victim UE within UL subband in terms of RSRP/RSSI.
· Inter-cell inter-subband and intra-cell inter-subband CLI can be measured within DL subband (or DL band) in terms of RSSI.

Proposal 3. For inter-UE inter-subband CLI measurement described in TS 38.858, all of the listed methods are supported.

Proposal 4. To determine how the resource of CLI-RSSI is configured considering SBFD, how DL signal/channel is configured for subband should be accounted for.

Proposal 5. At least separation of DL subband based CLI-RSSI report and non-subband based CLI-RSSI report is required for L3 based CLI reporting.

Proposal 6. For inter-gNB CLI handling, spatial domain coordination is supported
· Information exchange between gNBs should be specified for channel measurement and/or SBFD configuration.

Proposal 7. For inter-UE CLI handling, at least one of following options is supported.
· Option 1. Enhance L3 based UE-to-UE CLI measurement/report accounting for SBFD operation
· Option 2. Introduce L1/L2 based UE-to-UE CLI measurement/report
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