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Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk53783455]The contribution is focused on the study of power domain enhancements in Rel-18 Further NR coverage enhancements.
The Rel-18 WI Further NR coverage enhancements was agreed during RAN#94-e meeting [1], where one of the objectives is targeted to specify power domain enhancements, and the detailed objectives in the WID are listed below:
	· Study and if necessary specify following power domain enhancements
· Enhancements to realize increasing UE power high limit for CA and DC based on Rel-17 RAN4 work on “Increasing UE power high limit for CA and DC”, in compliance with relevant regulations
· Note 1: The study starts after RAN4 work on “Increasing UE power high limit for CA and DC” is done depending on conclusions from RAN4.
· Note 2: The objective will be revisited and further clarified in RAN plenary after RAN4 work on “Increasing UE power high limit for CA and DC” is done, and the discussion in WGs will not start before the objective is revised with a clearer scope.
· Note 3: Both RAN1 and RAN4 are expected to be involved; to decide the order of either (RAN4, RAN1) or (RAN1, RAN4) later.
· Enhancements to reduce MPR/PAR, including frequency domain spectrum shaping with and without spectrum extension for DFT-S-OFDM and tone reservation (RAN4, RAN1)


In RAN1#110bis-e to RAN1#112, some agreements have been reached as shown in the appendix.
In this contribution, we present some discussions on enhancements to reduce MPR/PAR in Rel-18. 
Discussion
2.1 Discussion on increasing UE power high limit for CA and DC
For enhancements to realize increasing UE power high limit for CA and DC, a LS reply has been received from RAN4 in the last meeting [2], and according to the reply, RAN1 discussed advantages and disadvantages of solutions included in R1-2302270 (R4-2303701) on enhancements to realize increasing UE power high limit for CA and DC. Pros and cons of the inclusion in the PHR report of at least one of the following quantities have been analyzed for different reporting mechanisms, triggers, and reporting periodicities:
· ∆PPowerClass 
· Power class
· P-MPR 
· Start and length of evaluation period for power class fallback
· Estimated duration of power class fallback
· Estimated duration over which UE can sustain Pcmax before additional P-MPR is required
· Sustainable duty cycle to prevent a fallback
· Energy/power availability
Note: Discussion is still ongoing, and its full current content can be found in Section 2.1.2 of R1-2303924.
Considering RAN4 is still working on this issue, and we have provided the pros and cons of all alternatives from RAN1 point of view, we think decision or down-selection can be made in RAN4
2.2 Discussion on reducing MPR/PAR 
According to the work split principles agreed in last meeting, we will assess RAN1 specification impact of following candidate solutions for MPR/PAR reduction.
· Frequency domain spectrum shaping w/ spectrum extension (FDSS-SE)
· Frequency domain spectrum shaping w/o spectrum extension
· Tone reservation (which can only be w/ spectrum extension) (TR)
For the second solution, Frequency domain spectrum shaping w/o spectrum extension, as mentioned by many companies in email discussion [4], it could be a transparent method, and there could be no specific impact in RAN1. For the first option and third option, the details on specification impact are analysed in the following. 

2.2.1 Design aspects of FDSS-SE
For FDSS-SE, following agreements are reached.
Agreement
If FDSS-SE is supported in Rel-18, RAN1 to further study the following approaches for DMRS, when the DMRS sequence length before extension of the sequence, if any, is larger than or equal to 30: 
· Approach A – the DMRS sequence is extended: A DMRS sequence is generated considering the number of PRBs in the inband (no extension). The sequence length depends on the number of PRBs in the inband. Two sequence types can be considered:
· A.1: The sequence is a Type 1 DMRS sequence.
· A.2: The sequence is a Type 2 DMRS sequence. 
FFS: how the sequence is extended.
· Approach B – the DMRS sequence is not extended: A DMRS sequence based on type 1 or type 2 DMRS sequence is generated considering the number of PRBs in the inband + extension. The sequence length depends on the number of PRBs in the inband + extension.
Note: if type 2 is used then both the number of PRBs in the inband and the number of PRBs in the inband+extension must be valid DFT sizes as per NR specification
Performance metrics considered for the study are PAPR, CM[, and OBO] for DMRS and 10% BLER SNR for data (to measure channel estimation accuracy).
Agreement
If FDSS-SE is supported in Rel-18, and RB allocations resulting in DMRS sequence length smaller than 30 before extension of the sequence, if any, are supported, RAN1 to study at least the following approaches: 
· Approach A – the DMRS sequence is extended: A DMRS sequence is generated considering the number of PRBs in the inband (no extension). The sequence length depends on the number of PRBs in the inband. Two sequence types can be considered:
· A.1: The sequence is obtained by DFT transformation of an existing DMRS sequence, e.g., Type 1 DMRS sequence. 
· A.2: The sequence is a Type 1 or Type 2 DMRS sequence.
   FFS: how the sequence is extended. 
· Approach B – the DMRS sequence is not extended: A DMRS sequence based on type 1 or type 2 DMRS sequence is generated considering the number of PRBs in the inband + extension. The sequence length depends on the number of PRBs in the inband + extension.
Note: if type 2 is used then both the number of PRBs in the inband and the number of PRBs in the inband+extension must be valid DFT sizes as per NR specification
Note:    Other sequences are not precluded for Approach A and Approach B.
Performance metrics considered for the study are PAPR, CM [, and OBO] for DMRS and 10% BLER SNR for data (to measure channel estimation accuracy).
From specification point, no matter for DMRS sequence length is smaller than 30 before extension of the sequence or is larger than or equal to 30 before extension, Approach B is simpler. For Approach A, DMRS sequence is generated considering the number of PRBs in the inband (no extension) and the sequence length depends on the number of PRBs in the inband, then how the DMRS sequence is extended should be discussed further.
Proposal 1: If FDSS-SE is supported in Rel-18, Approach B should be supported for DMRS sequence determination.
2.2.2 Design aspects of TR（TR）
Tone reservation (TR) stands out among PAPR reduction techniques with its simplicity and efficient usage of the available resources. The principle of tone reservation aims to use Peak Reduction Tones (PRTs), a subset of available sub-carriers, to construct a compensating waveform at the transmitter, which when added to the raw waveform results in a lower-PAPR waveform, and those PTRs can be easily removed at the receiver. So, it has been agreed that TR (which can only be w/ spectrum extension) as a candidate solutions for MPR/PAR reduction and will be studied in RAN1.
For TR, following design aspects are agreed to be considered:
· Sideband tone reservation size is expressed in integer units of RBs.
· FFS:
· Sideband tone reservation size
· Sideband tone reservation size determination
· Whether PRTs are added only to data or also DMRS symbols
Considering that the PRTs are reserved to generate PAPR reduction signals, and the tones would not carry any other signalling, and it has been agreed that the DFT-s-OFDM is the target waveform for the study, we think the RTPS being adjacent to the RBs allocated to a UE is a reasonable choice. And to guarantee the receiver could remove the PRTs, sideband tone reservation size should be determined. There could be many options to determine the sideband tone reservation size. The details could be discussed in the following.
For the sideband tone reservation size, we think there could be some candidate sideband tone reservation sizes, which could be based on RAN1 evaluation. And considering the MPR reduction performance, the sideband tone reservation size could be related to the scheduled size of the PUSCH, which means different sideband tone reservation size could be corresponding to a set of scheduled PUSCH size. 
Proposal 2: RAN1 should determine the candidate sideband tone reservation size 
· The candidates could be determined based on RAN1 evaluation.
· The candidates could be related to the scheduled size of the allocated resource.
As for sideband tone reservation size determination, one method is that it could be indicated by some DCI field to indicate one value from the candidate values, or it could be determined by the indicated PUSCH size implicitly. And the location should be near the location of PUSCH. 
Proposal 3: Sideband tone reservation size determination could be determined explicitly or implicitly according to the indication from gNB. 
Also, one thing should be decided is whether the sideband tone reservation RBs are included in the allocated resource. If the sideband tone reservation RBs is included in the size of PUSCH, this means the real resource used for PUSCH transmission is smaller than the indicated resource. And if the sideband tone reservation RBs are included in the size of PUSCH, this means the real resource used for PUSCH transmission is equal to the allocated resource. The TBS determination and UCI multiplexing resource determination should be based in the real resource used for PUSCH transmission.
Proposal 4: RAN1 should determine whether the FDRA indicator provides the indication for PRTs or not.
Conclusion
In summary, we propose the followings for Rel-18 Power domain enhancements.
Proposal 1: If FDSS-SE is supported in Rel-18, Approach B should be supported for DMRS sequence determination.
Proposal 2: RAN1 should determine the candidate sideband tone reservation size 
· The candidates could be determined based on RAN1 evaluation.
· The candidates could be related to the scheduled size of the allocated resource.
Proposal 3: Sideband tone reservation size determination could be determined explicitly or implicitly according to the indication from gNB. 
Proposal 4: RAN1 should determine whether the FDRA indicator provides the indication for PRTs or not.
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Appendix
	Agreement
The following work split principles will be adopted in RAN1 for power domain enhancement throughout Rel-18 from RAN1 perspective and send LS to RAN4 in this meeting:
· RAN1 performs link level simulations of candidate solutions for power domain enhancements to study at least the SNR variation, PAPR/CM, and EVM, brought by each solution.
· Transparent MPR/PAR reduction solutions can be considered as a benchmark for studying the performance of non-transparent solutions.
· RAN1 is not expected to perform RF simulations of candidate solutions for power domain enhancements
· Results of RF simulations can be included in RAN1 contributions
· RAN1 will assess RAN1 specification impact of candidate MPR/PAR reduction solutions
· A list of candidate solutions, including necessary parameters, from RAN1 perspective should be ready before the end of RAN1 #111, and should be included in an LS to RAN4.
· RAN1 understands that RAN4 is responsible for selecting the Rel-18 MPR/PAR reduction solution, if any.
Agreement
Draft LS R1-2210563 is endorsed in principle with modifying RAN2 to RAN4 in the Actions (‘RAN2’ should be ‘RAN4’ in “ACTION: RAN1 respectfully requests RAN2 to take the above into account in their future work.”)
Agreement
Final LS R1-2210674 is endorsed.
Conclusion
Sub-PRB transmission is de-prioritized for the study of MPR/PAR reduction solutions in Rel-18.
Agreement
The following spectrum extension options for frequency domain spectrum shaping with spectrum extension (FDSS-SE), are considered for studying MPR/PAR reduction enhancements in Rel-18:
· Option 1: Symmetric extension
· Option 2: Cyclic extension
· Option 3: Cyclic shift plus symmetric extension. 
Agreement
The following design aspects of tone reservation (TR), are considered for studying MPR/PAR reduction enhancements in Rel-18:
· Sideband tone reservation size is expressed in integer units of RBs.
· FFS:
· Sideband tone reservation size
· Sideband tone reservation size determination
· Whether PRTs are added only to data or also DMRS symbols
Agreement
For enhancements to realize increasing UE power high limit for CA and DC, RAN1 can study based on RAN4’s input
· Whether RAN1 enhancements to information exchange between UE and gNB are needed to improve scheduling and network performance when using higher power CA/DC.
· FFS how to realize such information exchange, e.g., signalling enhancement, and what is the spec impact.
Agreement
Draft LS R1-2210673 is endorsed in principle.
Agreement
Final LS R1-2210739 is endorsed.
Agreement
DFT-s-OFDM is the target waveform for the study and, if applicable, the design of MPR/PAR reduction solutions in Rel-18.
Note: No doubt from RAN1 about the offline consensus “Results concerning the application of solutions for DFT-s-OFDM to CP-OFDM can be presented by companies in their contributions”.   
Agreement
For power-domain enhancements targeting MPR/PAR reduction, study the following configurations for DFT-S-OFDM:
· At least pi/2-BPSK and QPSK modulation are considered
· FFS: other modulations, e.g., 16-QAM
· Any number of RB can be considered
· The starting RB of the allocation can be any RB in the BWP 
· FFS:
· Whether restrictions on the number of allocated RB or on the starting RB of the allocation are considered.
Agreement
At least the following candidate solutions for MPR/PAR reduction will be studied in RAN1.
· Frequency domain spectrum shaping w/ spectrum extension
· Frequency domain spectrum shaping w/o spectrum extension
· Tone reservation (which can only be w/ spectrum extension)
Agreement
The following design aspects of frequency domain spectrum shaping with spectrum extension (FDSS-SE), are considered for studying MPR/PAR reduction enhancements in Rel-18:
· Spectrum extension size is expressed in integer units of RBs.
· Both DMRS and data symbols undergo spectrum shaping
· FFS:
· Which extensions factor(s) to consider, where extension factor (α) is given by spectrum extension size / Total allocation size.
· Impact of shaping filter on FDSS-SE performance
· How to extend DMRS sequence to spectrum extensions, based on either the existing ZC-sequence DMRS or low-PAPR DMRS for PUSCH (FG 16-6c)
· How extension size is determined
Agreement
For link-level performance evaluation:
· R17 PUSCH DFT-s-OFDM waveform is the baseline for performance comparison
· Transparent schemes (to be reported by companies) can be used as benchmark for the performance assessment
All considered solutions should be configured to operate with same amount of time-frequency resource and a same spectral efficiency, that is:
· Same number of DFT-s-OFDM symbols
· Same TBS
· Same RB allocation
Note: it is understood that minor TBS variations across different waveform configurations can occur and are acceptable.
 Agreement
For link-level performance evaluation, the performance of the considered MPR/PAR reduction solutions is studied using at least the metrics included in the work split principles for power domain enhancement agreed by RAN1 for Rel-18, for instance, but no limited to, , defined as the SNR variation w.r.t. baseline under the requirement BLER=10-1.
· FFS whether further definition or refinement of the metrics is needed
Note: metrics other than the ones included in the work split principles for power domain enhancement agreed by RAN1 for Rel-18 can be reported by companies.
Agreement 
For link-level performance evaluation, companies are encouraged to report configuration details of the following aspects, when applicable:
· Shaping filter used for evaluating frequency domain spectrum shaping w/ and w/o spectrum extension (both the filter used at the transmitter and at the receiver should be reported, if the two filters are assumed to be mismatched).
· PRT generation algorithm used for evaluation tone reservation w/ spectrum extension.
· Design details and configuration of any transparent scheme used as benchmark 
Agreement 
For link-level performance evaluation of MPR/PAR reduction solutions involving the use of Tx filter, companies are encouraged to assume a Tx filter which fulfills a set of spectrum flatness requirements, e.g., existing RAN4 spectrum flatness requirements
· FFS whether the set of spectrum flatness requirements shall be the same set of constraints as in the current RAN4 spec or not.
For link-level performance evaluation of MPR/PAR reduction solutions involving the use of spectrum extensions or sideband, companies are encouraged to report whether/how the extended portion of the spectrum is handled by the receiver in the simulations.
Agreement
Further discussions in RAN1 concerning means to facilitate higher power transmissions in CA and DC, if applicable, can target increasing gNB awareness of UE’s Tx power, e.g., PHR reporting enhancement such as current power class, power class change, or application of P-MPR by UE (subject to RAN4’s input). 
· FFS: details.

Agreement
If FDSS-SE is supported in Rel-18, RAN1 to further study the following approaches for DMRS, when the DMRS sequence length before extension of the sequence, if any, is larger than or equal to 30: 
· Approach A – the DMRS sequence is extended: A DMRS sequence is generated considering the number of PRBs in the inband (no extension). The sequence length depends on the number of PRBs in the inband. Two sequence types can be considered:
· A.1: The sequence is a Type 1 DMRS sequence.
· A.2: The sequence is a Type 2 DMRS sequence. 
FFS: how the sequence is extended.
· Approach B – the DMRS sequence is not extended: A DMRS sequence based on type 1 or type 2 DMRS sequence is generated considering the number of PRBs in the inband + extension. The sequence length depends on the number of PRBs in the inband + extension.
Note: if type 2 is used then both the number of PRBs in the inband and the number of PRBs in the inband+extension must be valid DFT sizes as per NR specification
Performance metrics considered for the study are PAPR, CM[, and OBO] for DMRS and 10% BLER SNR for data (to measure channel estimation accuracy).
Agreement
If FDSS-SE is supported in Rel-18, and RB allocations resulting in DMRS sequence length smaller than 30 before extension of the sequence, if any, are supported, RAN1 to study at least the following approaches: 
· Approach A – the DMRS sequence is extended: A DMRS sequence is generated considering the number of PRBs in the inband (no extension). The sequence length depends on the number of PRBs in the inband. Two sequence types can be considered:
· A.1: The sequence is obtained by DFT transformation of an existing DMRS sequence, e.g., Type 1 DMRS sequence. 
· A.2: The sequence is a Type 1 or Type 2 DMRS sequence.
   FFS: how the sequence is extended. 
· Approach B – the DMRS sequence is not extended: A DMRS sequence based on type 1 or type 2 DMRS sequence is generated considering the number of PRBs in the inband + extension. The sequence length depends on the number of PRBs in the inband + extension.
Note: if type 2 is used then both the number of PRBs in the inband and the number of PRBs in the inband+extension must be valid DFT sizes as per NR specification
Note:    Other sequences are not precluded for Approach A and Approach B.
Performance metrics considered for the study are PAPR, CM [, and OBO] for DMRS and 10% BLER SNR for data (to measure channel estimation accuracy).
Agreement
Include in the LS to RAN4 for reporting LLS results
Note: The excel file is used to collect the results.

Working Assumption
· The following set of configurations is for companies’ consideration for the comparsion of the performance of DMRS with FDSS-SE.

	No spectrum extension
	With spectrum extension

	#PRBs
	MCS
	#PRBs before extension
	#PRBs after extension
	MCS
	Spectrum extension factor

	8
	0 
[only QPSK]
	6
	8
	1 
[only QPSK]
	¼

	8
	6
	6
	8
	8
	¼

	40
	2
	30
	40
	3
	¼

	40
	6
	30
	40
	8
	¼

	
	
	
	
	
	

	[6
	3
	4
	6
	5
	1/3]

	[36
	7
	32
	36
	8
	1/9]


· FR1 4GHz Urban scenario is prioritized.

· The following filters are for companies’ consideration for the calibration of the performance of DMRS with FDSS-SE
·  3-tap (0.28 1 0.28) 
· [Truncated RRC (0.5, 0.1667) or 2-tap (1 0.28)]  
· Note1: Considered metrics are PAPR/CM, 10% BLER SNR of data for the considered DMRS configuration (for measuring impact of channel estimation accuracy)[, and OBO]
· Note2: companies are encouraged to consider a receiver which at least makes use of the extension for the decoding (e.g., MRC)
· Note3: The values above serve as a common basis, but any other configuration can be studied by companies. 


Agreement
The Draft LS R1-2302080 is endorsed in principle.
Agreement
The Final LS R1-2302081 is endorsed.
Agreement
· If FDSS-SE is supported in Rel-18, DMRS are mapped on PRBs of both inband and extension and gNB can assume that they are filtered using the same Tx shaping filter as data.
· FFS: whether and which optimizations to Rel-15 and/or Rel-16 DMRS, including sequence extension and/or mapping, to be used with FDSS-SE, are needed.
· Note: whether this will have RAN1 specification impact (if any) is a separate discussion and subject to RAN4’s conclusion to support FDSS-SE as one MPR/PAR reduction solution for Rel-18 (if any).
 

Observation
[bookmark: _Hlk134103315]RAN1 discussed advantages and disadvantages of solutions included in R1-2302270 (R4-2303701) on enhancements to realize increasing UE power high limit for CA and DC. Pros and cons of the inclusion in the PHR report of at least one of the following quantities have been analyzed for different reporting mechanisms, triggers, and reporting periodicities:
· ∆PPowerClass 
· Power class
· P-MPR 
· Start and length of evaluation period for power class fallback
· Estimated duration of power class fallback
· Estimated duration over which UE can sustain Pcmax before additional P-MPR is required
· Sustainable duty cycle to prevent a fallback
· Energy/power availability
Note: Discussion is still ongoing, and its full current content can be found in Section 2.1.2 of R1-2303924.
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