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Introduction
[bookmark: _GoBack]Surprisingly enough, several companies submitted papers to RAN3#106, proposing the exchange of SRS configurations over Xn and F1 interfaces, which contradicts the conclusions of the NR_CLI_RIM WI.
This paper explains the shortcomings of the above proposal.
Analysis of SRS Configuration Exchange over 
The above proposals are triggered by the LS from RAN2 (R3-196406), where, as the LS text states, there was no consensus on the issue in RAN3.
Observation 1: There is no consensus in RAN2 on SRS configuration exchange over Xn/F1.
In our understanding, the intention of the SRS configuration exchange is to enable measurement coordination by the UEs in neighbouring cells, with the ultimate intention to map out the topology between different UEs, i.e. determining which aggressor UEs that are causing interference to which victim UEs. Based on the determined topology, the CLI mitigation mechanism would be applied on the relevant UEs. The above mechanism, however, imposes certain requirements that need to be considered:
· Applying the CLI mitigation on the mutually interfering UEs requires a joint scheduler or at least sufficiently low latency on the backhaul to make it possible to exchange the scheduling information in real time, which is most often not the case.
· For the entire mechanism to work it is also necessary to exchange the measurement results between the involved gNBs, and possibly the UE context information that corresponds to the measurements results. This may incur a significant signalling overhead.
· RAN4 concluded that, unless a very extensive amount of coordination between different operators is used, dynamic TDD & CLI cannot be operated in outdoor networks. A large amount of isolation between the networks is needed, which implies that operation should be limited to indoor deployments.
Observation 2: Applying the CLI mitigation on the mutually interfering UEs requires a joint scheduler or at least sufficiently low latency on the backhaul to make it possible to exchange the scheduling information in real time, which is most often not the case.
Observation 3: For the entire mechanism to work it is also necessary to exchange the measurement results between the involved gNBs, and possibly the UE context information that corresponds to the measurements results. This may incur a significant signalling overhead.
Observation 4: RAN4 concluded that, unless a very extensive amount of coordination between different operators is used, dynamic TDD & CLI cannot be operated in outdoor networks. A large amount of isolation between the networks is needed, which implies that operation should be limited to indoor deployments.
Based on the above, we propose that the signalling for the exchange of SRS measurement configurations between NG-RAN nodes should be implemented proprietarily. 
Proposal: RAN3 to agree that the signalling for the exchange of SRS measurement configurations between NG-RAN nodes should be implemented proprietarily.  
Conclusion
[bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery]This paper discusses the exchange of SRS measurement over Xn and F1 interfaces. We observe the following:
Observation 1: There is no consensus in RAN2 on SRS configuration exchange over Xn/F1.
Observation 2: Applying the CLI mitigation on the mutually interfering UEs requires a joint scheduler or at least sufficiently low latency on the backhaul to make it possible to exchange the scheduling information in real time, which is most often not the case.
Observation 3: For the entire mechanism to work it is also necessary to exchange the measurement results between the involved gNBs, and possibly the UE context information that corresponds to the measurements results. This may incur a significant signalling overhead.
Observation 4: RAN4 concluded that, unless a very extensive amount of coordination between different operators is used, dynamic TDD & CLI cannot be operated in outdoor networks. A large amount of isolation between the networks is needed, which implies that operation should be limited to indoor deployments.

Based on the observations, the following is proposed:
Proposal: RAN3 to agree that the signalling for the exchange of SRS measurement configurations between NG-RAN nodes should be implemented proprietarily.  
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