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1 Introduction

The RAN#89 meeting agreed the following for NR multi-TRP transmission [1]:
Agreements:

· Companies are encouraged to provide more details on and to further evaluate enablers for CLI management using an existing RS covering UE-to-UE interference 

· Details for the enablers, including:

· detailed configurations (RS time/frequency positions, periodicity, # of ports, bandwidth, etc.)

· detailed reporting 

· performance metrics

· long-term and/or short-term

· timing offset considerations

· overhead

· whether or not to identify the aggressor(s)

· whether or not to use the same framework as in MIMO (if so, how)

· Aim to make a decision whether or not to support CLI management using an existing RS covering UE-to-UE interference in the next RAN1 meeting and if so, the details

UE-UE cross link interference (CLI) would be a major limitation for system performance. It is important to mitigate its impact. This contribution discusses UE-UE CLI mitigation between coordinated TRPs within the NR CSI-RS framework.
2 Discussions
In dynamic TDD, UE-UE CLI occurs when different TRPs have opposite downlink/uplink (DL/UL) configurations in a subframe. An example is shown in Figure 1, where TRP1 is operating in UL and TRP2 is operating in DL respectively. The interfering UE in TRP1 is causing interference to the desired UE in TRP2. The level of interference can be significant when these two UEs are close to each other. Assume that the channel between the interfering UE and the desired UE is hi. If the desired UE has certain knowledge of hi, then it can use advanced receiver algorithms trying to suppress interference signal. It is difficult for the desired UE to have any knowledge about hi when TRP1 and TRP2 are not coordinated. However, if TRP1 and TRP2 are coordinated, i.e., certain information is allowed to be exchanged via backhaul, it is possible for the desired UE to obtain certain knowledge about hi. 
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    Figure 1: Diagram of UE-UE CLI mitigation
When the interfering UE is sending an UL signal to TRP1, it needs to transmit UL DMRS with data for TRP1 to decode. The desired UE will have certain resource elements (REs) contaminated by the UL DMRS of the interfering UE. If the time-frequency locations of the UL DMRS of the interfering UE are known to TRP2, then TRP2 can assign ZP CSI-RSs (CSI-IMs), which partially overlap with the UL DMRS REs, to the desired UE for interference channel measurement. Figure 2 depicts an example of potential NR UL DMRS and the assigned NR ZP CSI-RS. After measuring the interference channel, e.g., second-order statistics or complex coefficients, the desired UE can perform advanced receiver algorithms to suppress the interference.
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    Figure 2: Examples of UL DMRS RE map and ZP CSI-RS RE map for UE-UE CLI measurement
A complete procedure of UE-UE CLI mitigation with network coordination is illustrated in Figure 3. TRP1 sends the UL DMRS configuration of the interfering UE to TRP2 via backhaul. This configuration can include the time-frequency locations of the UL DMRS, cyclic shift of the UL DMRS sequence, orthogonal sequence, group number, base sequence number, etc. Upon receiver the configuration, TRP2 can then assign ZP CSI-RS resources to the desired UE for interference channel measurement. The desired UE can operate in a fully transparent manner, i.e., treating the UE-UE CLI as interference from another TRP. The desired can also optionally operate in a non-transparent way, trying to estimate the complex coefficients of the UL DMRS channel. This needs to be supported by TRP2 sending UL DMRS configuration of the interfering UE to the desired UE via high layer signallings. Finally, the desired UE receives the DL signal with advanced receivers and the knowledge of interference channel. It should be noticed that the instant exchange of scheduling information and UL DMRS configurations among TRPs may require backhaul with low latency. The impact of backhaul latency should be taken into consideration when designing CLI measurement with network coordination.
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Figure 3: Procedure of UE-UE CLI mitigation with network coordination
Besides UL DMRS, UL SRS is another option for UE-UE CLI measurement as shown in Figure 4. As UL SRS can be configured periodically, the desired UE can monitor potential interference regularly. A difference between UE-UE CLI measurement via DMRS and SRS is that SRS may not be precoded as the UL data. This may not be as accurate as the measurement via DMRS. However, measurement via SRS does not need instant information exchange among coordinated TRPs, which relaxes requirements on backhaul links.
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    Figure 4: Examples of UL SRS RE map and ZP CSI-RS RE map for UE-UE CLI measurement
3 Specification impact

To support UE-UE CLI mitigation with network coordination, NR should allow coordinated TRPs to exchange dynamic TDD subframe settings and UL DMRS/SRS configurations mutually. Also, the design of UL DMRS/SRS and NR CSI-RS should not be decoupled. RAN1 should jointly consider their details
Proposal 1: Exchange of dynamic TDD subframe settings and UL DMRS/SRS configurations among coordinated TRPs should be supported.
Proposal 2: RAN1 should jointly consider details of UL DMRS/SRS and CSI-RS design.
UL DMRS/SRS patterns and locations are under discussion in RAN1 [1][2]. The decoupling of reporting setting and resource setting in the NR CSI-RS framework provides sufficient flexibility to adapt to potential locations of the UL DMRS/SRS. UE-UE CLI mitigation with network coordination can be supported by configuring certain ZP CSI RS REs to overlap with UL DMRS/SRS REs. In the case, the impact to the desired UE is minimum as it can treat the UE-UE CLI as the interference from another TRP.
Proposal 3: ZP CSI-RS resource configurations with REs overlapping with UL DMRS/SRS REs should be supported in the NR CSI-RS framework design.
4 Conclusions
This contribution provides discussions on UE-UE CLI mitigation with network coordination. To conclude, we have the following proposals.

Proposal 1: Exchange of dynamic TDD subframe settings and UL DMRS/SRS configurations among coordinated TRPs should be supported.
Proposal 2: RAN1 should jointly consider details of UL DMRS/SRS and CSI-RS design.
Proposal 3: ZP CSI-RS resource configurations with REs overlapping with UL DMRS/SRS REs should be supported in the NR CSI-RS framework design.
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