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 Introduction
[bookmark: OLE_LINK15][bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK16][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]SA4 sent to RAN1 an LS [1] together with the XR traffic PD encompassing the latest progress on XR Traffic Model, where  following aspects are emphasized
-  Traces and test channels are used to derive the quality evaluation from SA perspective given statistical model could not reflect time correlation or priority level between packets
[bookmark: _GoBack]-  latest development on VR1 traffic models
-  Considerations on the additional information such as priority levels in the trace models
These actions are mentioned therein.
[bookmark: _Hlk69730189]ACTION:
To RAN1
1) To take into account the information in this document.
2) To inform SA4 in case support would be needed for defining and/or verifying statistical models based on P-Traces.
3) To kindly support SA4 in the definition of appropriate and representative test channels and provide feedback and comments on the initial definition in clause 7.6 of the PD.
4) To inform SA4 in case support would be needed for providing simulation and evaluation results for different test channels in order to identify the benefit of specific radio/QoS settings.
[bookmark: _Toc28873153] Discussion
Frame level modelling is adopted in RAN1 simulation where 1% reliability requirement is set as baseline. Thus RAN1 could report, under different radio settings the frame loss rate, which could not meet the requirement of SA due to the fact that the packet level simulation is done to generate subsequent slice loss rate and pSNR etc. Though SA evaluation has the benefit of modeling the timing correlation of the packets as well as the priority levels in terms of slice/frame re-construction, the outcome could be flawed with a frame level loss rate information from RAN1.  Moreover, it's doubtful whether the i.i.d modeling of packet error is valid given the delivery failure depends on various factors including channel status, scheduling policy etc.Thus in case SA evaluations are performed based on RAN1 input, PER should be derived based on a RAN1 agreed FER to PER mapping model taking the aforementioned factors into account.
[bookmark: _Toc83578215][bookmark: _Toc71281264][bookmark: _Toc70625422][bookmark: _Toc71281305]In case SA evaluations are performed based on RAN1 input, PER should be derived based on a RAN1 agreed FER to PER mapping model.
The latest development in SA on VR1 provides input on data rate and the streaming model captured FoV using per-tiled segments as well as data rate/packet size range information [2]. Given the data rate is covered by the agreed data rate requirement, the distinctive feature is to reflect the FoV part of the streaming model. Considering RAN1 progress on multiple stream traffic and the remaining TU, it is recommended that RAN1 can make some conclusion on the plan regarding whether/how to assess the FoV/non-FoV traffic. Our views on FoV/non-FoV traffic model are detailed in [3]. 
[bookmark: _Toc83578216]RAN1 makes a conclusion on the plan regarding whether/how to assess FoV/non-FoV traffic and provides feedback accordingly.
Conclusion
Proposal 1: In case SA evaluations are performed based on RAN1 input, PER should be derived based on a RAN1 agreed FER to PER mapping model.
Proposal 2: RAN1 makes a conclusion on the plan regarding whether/how to assess FoV/non-FoV traffic and provides feedback accordingly.
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