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Introduction
The following text proposal is provide the conclusion for SLS results.
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For system level performance evaluation of configured grant transmission (without DMRS collision and where different baselines, different amount of optimization, and different choice of receiver types are used by companies. The same set of contiguous PRBs, is configured and overlapped across cells for the baseline and the evaluated NOMA schemes, respectively):

· Under eMBB scenario, 
· Sources 1 [42], 3 [45], 6[49] and 7 [51] assume that time and frequency resource configuration per UE for the baseline is different from that for evaluated NOMA schemes. Sources 1, 6 and 7 use Method 1 of L2S mapping, and Source 3 uses Method 2 of L2S mapping. For the baseline, Source 1 assumes spatial-only MMSE-PIC or MMSE-IRC receiver, Source 6 assumes spatial-only MMSE-SIC receiver and source 7 assume spatial-only LMMSE hard IC receiver and Source 3 assumes spatial-only MMSE IRC receiver. For simulated NOMA schemes, Source 1 assumes joint spatial-spreading domain MMSE-PIC, Source 6 assumes joint spatial-spreading domain MMSE-SIC receiver and Source 7 assumes joint spatial-spreading domain LMMSE hard IC receiver, and Source 3 assumes e-ESE receiver. Source 1 assumes ideal inter-cell interference covariance matrix. Performance gains are demonstrated in these simulations as listed in Table 9.2.3.
· Source 1 assumes that time and frequency resource configuration per UE for the baseline is the same as that per UE for evaluated NOMA schemes. Method 1 of L2S maping is used. Spatial-only MMSE-IRC/PIC receivers are assumed for baseline, and joint spatial-spreading domain MMSE-PIC receiver is assumed for NOMA scheme. Ideal inter-cell interference covariance matrix is assumed. Performance gains are demonstrated in this simulation as listed in Table 9.2.3.
· Source 8[52] assumes that time and frequency resource configuration per UE for the baseline is the same as that per UE for evaluated NOMA schemes. Method 1 of L2S mapping is used. Spatial-only MMSE-P IC receiver is assumed for baseline and joint spatial-spreading domain MMSE-SIC receiver is assumed for the NOMA scheme. Performance gains are demonstrated in this simulation as listed in Table 9.2.3.
· Source 2[50] assumes that time and frequency resource configuration per UE for the baseline is the same as that per UE for evaluated NOMA schemes. Method 3 of L2S mapping are used. The same type of receiver, either spatial-only/joint spatial-spreading domain MMSE hard IC or EPA receiver is assumed for both baseline and NOMA. No performance gain is demonstrated in these simulations as listed in Table 9.2.3.

· Under uRLLC scenario, 
· Sources 1 and 6 assume that time and frequency resource configuration per UE for the baseline is different from that for evaluated NOMA schemes. They use Method 1 based L2S mapping. For the baseline, Source 1 assumes spatial-only MMSE-PIC or MMSE-IRC receiver, Source 6 assumes spatial-only MMSE-SIC receiver.  For simulated NOMA schemes, Source 1 assumes joint spatial-spreading domain MMSE-PIC or MMSE-IRC, Source 6 assumes joint spatial-spreading domain MMSE-SIC receiver. Source 1 assumes ideal inter-cell interference covariance matrix. Performance gains are demonstrated in these simulations as listed in Table 9.2.2.
· Source 1 assumes that time and frequency resource configuration per UE for the baseline is the same as that per UE for evaluated NOMA schemes. Method 1 of L2S mapping is used. Spatial-only MMSE-IRC/PIC receivers are assumed for the baseline and joint spatial-spreading domain MMSE-PIC is assumed for NOMA scheme. Ideal inter-cell interference covariance matrix is assumed. Performance gains are demonstrated in this simulation as listed in Table 9.2.2.
· Source 2[48]assumes that time and frequency resource configuration per UE for the baseline is the same as that per UE for evaluated NOMA schemes. Method 3 of L2S mapping are used. The same type of receiver, either spatial-only/ joint spatial-spreading domain MMSE hard IC or EPA receiver is assumed for both baseline and NOMA. No performance gain is demonstrated in these simulations as listed in Table 9.2.2.

· Under mMTC scenario, 
· Sources 1, 3, 4 [46], 5 [47] and 7 assume that time and frequency resource configuration per UE for the baseline is different from that for evaluated NOMA schemes.  Resource utilization of simulated NOMA schemes is higher than that of baseline. Sources 1, 4 and 7 use Method 1 of L2S mapping, and Source 3 uses Method 2 of L2S mapping. For baseline, Source 1 assumes spatial-only MMSE-PIC or MMSE-IRC receiver, Source 7 assumes spatial-only LMMSE hard IC, Source 4 assume spatial-only MMSE SIC or MMSE IRC receiver and Source 3 assumes spatial-only MMSE IRC receiver. Source 5 assumes spatial-only MMSE-IRC receiver. For simulated NOMA schemes, Sources 1 assumes joint spatial-spreading domain MMSE-PIC or MMSE-IRC receiver, Source 7 assumes joint spatial-spreading domain LMMSE hard IC, Source 4 assumes joint spatial-spreading domain MMSE hard IC receiver, and Source 3 assumes e-ESE receiver. Source 5 assumes spatial-only EPA receiver. Source 1 assumes ideal inter-cell interference covariance matrix. Performance gains are demonstrated in these simulations as listed in Table 9.2.1.
· Source 1 assumes that time and frequency resource configuration per UE for the baseline is the same as that per UE for evaluated NOMA schemes. Method 1 of L2S mapping is used. Spatial-only MMSE-IRC/PIC receivers are assumed for baseline, and joint spatial-spreading domain MMSE-PIC receiver is assumed for NOMA scheme. Ideal inter-cell interference covariance matrix is assumed. Performance gains are demonstrated in this simulation as listed in Table 9.2.1.
· Source 2 [43][44] assumes that time and frequency resource configuration per UE for the baseline is the same as that per UE for evaluated NOMA schemes. Method 1 [44] and Method 3 [43] of L2S mapping are used. The same type of receiver, either spatial-only/ joint spatial-spreading domain MMSE hard IC or EPA receiver is assumed for both baseline and NOMA. No performance gain is demonstrated in these simulations as listed in Table 9.2.1.
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