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Introduction
RAN has agreed in RP-220633 a new Study Item on evolution of NR duplex operation with the following objectives [1]:
	The detailed objectives are as follows:
· Identify applicable and relevant deployment scenarios (RAN1).
· Develop evaluation methodology for duplex enhancement (RAN1).
· [bookmark: _Hlk89796625]Study the subband non-overlapping full duplex and potential enhancements on dynamic/flexible TDD (RAN1, RAN4).
· Identify possible schemes and evaluate their feasibility and performances (RAN1).
· Study inter-gNB and inter-UE CLI handling and identify solutions to manage them (RAN1). 
· Consider intra-subband CLI and inter-subband CLI in case of the subband non-overlapping full duplex.
· Study the performance of the identified schemes as well as the impact on legacy operation assuming their co-existence in co-channel and adjacent channels (RAN1).
· Study the feasibility of and impact on RF requirements considering adjacent-channel co-existence with the legacy operation (RAN4).
· Study the feasibility of and impact on RF requirements considering the self-interference, the inter-subband CLI, and the inter-operator CLI at gNB and the inter-subband CLI and inter-operator CLI at UE (RAN4).
· Note: RAN4 should be involved early to provide necessary information to RAN1 as needed and to study the feasibility aspects due to high impact in antenna/RF and algorithm design, which include antenna isolation, TX IM suppression in the RX part, filtering and digital interference suppression.
· Summarize the regulatory aspects that have to be considered for deploying the identified duplex enhancements in TDD unpaired spectrum (RAN4).
Note: For potential enhancements on dynamic/flexible TDD, utilize the outcome of discussion in Rel-15 and Rel-16 while avoiding the repetition of the same discussion.



The following agreements were made in RAN1#112bis-e for dynamic TDD enhancements:
	Agreement
For the gNB-gNB co-channel CLI measurement, both RSRP and RSSI can be used as measurement metric for evaluation purposes only.
Agreement
Study the effect on DL performance and the UL performance of DL Tx power adjustment to evaluate the feasibility of such scheme to overcome the gNB-to-gNB co-channel CLI.
Agreement
Study the effect on DL/UL performance and specification impact of applying separate open-loop/closed-loop power control parameters with cochannel CLI and without cochannel CLI for the uplink power control of a UE 

Agreement
For gNB-gNB co-channel CLI measurement and channel measurement, study the impact on system performance because of CLI measurement inaccuracy at victim gNB due to misalignment between UL timing at victim gNB and DL reception timing at victim gNB of CLI measurement resource transmitted from one or more aggressor gNB.
· Including potential impact on UL performance
Agreement
For enhancement of gNB-to-gNB co-channel CLI measurement and/or channel measurement, following options are studied for UL resource muting. 
· Option 1: Transparent UL resource muting method (e.g., avoid the scheduling on measurement resource)
· Option 2: Non-transparent UL resource muting method (e.g., define UL resource muting pattern with one or more RE/RB muting patterns)

Agreement
For UE-to-UE co-channel CLI measurement, study the impact on system performance because of CLI measurement inaccuracy at victim UE due to misalignment between DL reception timing at victim UE of DL channel/signal transmitted from serving gNB and DL reception timing at victim UE of CLI measurement resource transmitted from aggressor UE(s). 




This contribution analyses the handling on cross-link interference (CLI) for dynamic TDD deployments. It includes means to measure the gNB-to-gNB CLI and enhancements to combat it. Similarly, proposals to enhance the existing measurement and reporting UE-to-UE CLI framework as well as several enhancements are also discussed. The proposed enhancements are applicable to mitigate the co-channel intra-band CLI for SBFD deployments.
gNB-to-gNB CLI measurements and reporting
CD-SSBs versus NCD-SSBs
For the study of gNB-to-gNB co-channel interference measurement, it is assumed that both CD-SSB and NCD-SSB can be used for gNB-to-gNB CLI measurement as indicated in the agreement from RAN1#112. One of the potential issues of using cell-defining SSBs (CD-SSBs) for measuring cross-link interference at the gNBs is the fact that CD-SSBs are typically time synchronized among the cells of a given operator. For instance, assuming SSB pattern Case B, the candidate positions for SSB transmissions are fixed to {4, 8, 16, 20} + 28*n and a maximum of 8 SSBs per SSB burst can be configured. This lack of flexibility on the configuration can present a problem for the gNB CLI measurements. A gNB measuring CLI would need to skip the CD-SSB transmission in order to measure the cross-link interference over the measurement resources which overlaps with the SSBs of neighbouring cells. Skipping the CD-SSB transmission might not be beneficial for UEs performing initial access, and/or measurements. Given this, we have a preference to use non-cell defining SSBs (NCD-SSBs) rather than CD-SSBs for CLI measurements. The difference between CD-SSBs and NCD-SSBs is that CD-SSBs are associated with an RMSI. 
NCD-SSBs were introduced in Release 17 and currently are only supported by Release-17 RedCap UEs. An NCD-SSB is always associated with a CD-SSB and shares the same configuration properties that its corresponding CD-SSB, which includes, ssb-PositionsInBurst, ssb-Periodicity and ssb-PBCH-BlockPower. Moreover, NCD-SSB shares the same PCI as the associated CD-SSB which is relevant for the aggressor gNB identification. A different SSB periodicity from the CD-SSB can be configured if indicated in NonCellDefiningSSB-r17 – this applies if only larger periodicity than CD-SSB periodicity is configured. The NCD-SSB can be configured with a time offset with respect to its corresponding CD-SSB and this time offset is up to network implementation and is cell-specific. This latter aspect can be useful for coordinating the CLI measurements among gNBs. On top of the timing aspects, NCD-SSBS can be placed at different frequency offsets from the corresponding CD-SSB, which will also increase the flexibility on the resource measurement configuration.

Observation 1: Using CD-SSBs for measuring CLI at the gNBs might require muting/skipping some of the CD-SSBs transmissions which ultimately impacts the UE information acquisition and/or UE measurements.
gNB CLI information exchange, measurements, and reporting
Given the support for CD- and NCD- SSBs, and the already supported for NZP-CSI-RS, there are currently 3 candidate DL reference signals to measure the gNB-to-gNB co-channel CLI. In this section, we present our views on SSB and NZP CSI-RS where information exchange between gNBs on the configured CLI-RS and measurement resources is required for the feasibility of the gNB CLI measurements. 
For the SSB-based measurements, the measuring gNB must be informed about, at least, the SSB periodicity (ssb-Periodicity) and candidate positions within an SSB burst with active transmissions (ssb-PositionsInBurst). This assumes that all cells have the same SSBs frequency configuration as well as the same sub-carrier spacing. Otherwise, parameters such as absoluteFrequencySSB and offsetToPointA should be indicated. This information is expected to be signalled over the Xn interface.
Compared to the SSB, CSI-RS configuration is more flexible and supports periodic, semi-periodic and aperiodic transmissions. Additionally, time and frequency resource configuration are quite flexible. It is typically assumed that CSI-RS transmissions use narrower beams than SSB transmissions. Moreover, CSI-RS transmissions are precoded using the same set of precoders than the ones used for PDSCH transmissions, which ultimately is one of the most frequent sources of cross-link interference in a dynamic TDD deployment. For the CSI-RS based measurements, the measuring gNB must know the parameters associated to the NZP CSI-RS resource set configured for CLI measurements. This comprises, at least, the following information: time domain location within a slot, periodicity and offset, number of ports, density, etc. The TCI state is also relevant as define the pairs of reference signals used for QCL indication. According to TS 38.214, for QCL type-D, SSBs is the only source RS that can be used as part of the CSI-RS configuration. This will assist the measuring gNB on selecting the spatial filter that should apply for the CSI-RS based measurements. However, without prior knowledge of SSB and the corresponding measurements, the QCL information on the measuring gNB does not provide any advantage. The following procedure is proposed to solve this problem.
A 2-step measurement could be adopted for the gNB measurements. Firstly, the measuring gNB uses SSBs to identify the aggressor(s) gNBs and disregard those gNBs that generate low or negligible CLI. At the end of this step, the measuring gNB will report the DL beam and its corresponding measured RSRP. The measuring gNB can use the same approach as in ResultsPerSSB-IndexList to report a set of ssb-Index and their corresponding ssb-Results, e.g., the measured RSRP. The DL beam index will be identified based on the position of the SSB within the SSB burst. In the second step, the aggressor gNB will configure NZP CSI-RS resources which are intended to fine tune the CLI measurements of the first step. The measuring gNB will then perform measurements on the CSI-RS resources assuming QCL type-D with the previously reported SSB. The measuring gNB can also use narrower beams during this step (similar to P3 procedure in beam management). As result of this step, the measuring gNB reports the CSI-RS resource or set of CSI-RS resources with the highest RSRP, the measured RSRP can be included as part of the report. As already agreed in RAN#112, the NZP CSI-RS resource indicator shall be used in the reporting to identify the CSI-RS transmissions.
It is worth mentioning that during this procedure, the measuring gNB should be able to identify each of the neighbour gNBs and individual CSI-RS resources and therefore we propose to use RSRP as the measurement metric for the CLI measurements. During the procedure above, the measurement resource configuration and the measurement reports are transmitted over the Xn interface. The procedure increases the efficiency of the measurements since gNBs do not blindly measure all the possible SSBs and the CSI-RS transmissions associated to each SSB. Instead, only CLI measurements considered as relevant after the disregarding the SSB measurements with low or negligible CLI in the 1st step are considered in the 2nd step.
Currently, only periodic CLI-RS are agreed to be used for gNB-gNB CLI measurements. Due to the rather static properties of the channel between aggressor and victim gNBs, we suggest that semi-persistent and aperiodic NZP-CSI-RS are also included as candidates for measurements. This could also alleviate the overhead introduced by periodic CLI-RS transmissions and periodic measurements of the CLI-RS transmitted by neighbour base stations. Long-term and short-term gNB CLI measurements are relevant, and they should be supported. With short-term measurements, the gNB measures the interference more frequently and use the instantaneous measurement results as an input to the dynamic scheduling. It makes the gNB able to react quicker to changes in the CLI conditions as compared to long-term measurements. On the other hand, long-term measurements ensure more reliable evaluation of the CLI conditions. 
Regarding the reporting, periodic, semi-persistent, aperiodic, and event-triggered reporting should be supported. In our view, event-triggered reporting can give a good compromise between the amount of information exchange and availability of the measurements.
The measuring gNB should be informed about the CLI-RS configuration over the Xn interface. This applies to both CLI-RS candidates, the SSB-based and CSI-RS-based measurements.
gNB-to-gNB CLI measurements to follow a 2-step procedure. In the first step, gNBs use SSBs to obtain a course per-SSB CLI estimation. On a second step, CSI-RS are used to fine-tune the initially measured CLI levels.
Support semi-persistent and aperiodic NZP-CSI-RS for gNB-to-gNB CLI measurements.
Periodic, semi-persistent, aperiodic, and event-triggered reporting should be supported for gNB-to-gNB CLI measurements.
Transmissions during guard periods
One of the aspects to highlight is that the presence of CLI-RS in DL slots increases the overhead. For instance, using NCD-SSBs implies that, if the periodicity with respect to CD-SSB does not change, the number of SSBs will double with respect to the case with only CD-SSBs transmissions. Similarly, the introduction of CSI-RS transmissions dedicated for gNB-to-gNB CLI measurements increases the overhead at the aggressor gNB. A potential direction to improve the overhead of CSI-RS is to allow CSI-RS transmission during part of guard symbols of the special slot. These symbols are not used for transmissions and its duration is determined by Rx/Tx switching of the UE and the propagation delay. The gNB is also switching from Tx to Rx but this transmitter transient period is expected to be quite fast – the RAN4 minimum requirements set this interval to 10 µs. We leverage from this quick switching at the gNB to propose CSI-RS transmissions during the guard symbols.
Consider allowing CSI-RS transmission during the guard period symbols for conducting CLI measurements while not impacting the downlink spectral efficiency on the aggressor gNB
Additionally, a gNB can leverage from early CLI measurements during the guard symbols in a static TDD conditions to have an estimate of the expected gNB-to-gNB CLI the case that it chooses to adopt dynamic TDD or considers whether dynamic TDD should be used or not. In order to determine the expected CLI, the UE SRS transmission is adjusted to occur during the guard symbols such that it overlaps with the aggressor(s) DL transmissions. The victim gNB determines the expected CLI level based on SRS-CLI measurements. This measurement allows the victim gNB to react according to the expected CLI conditions by, for instance, applying smart scheduling, power control adjustments among others.
Consider allowing CLI measurements during the guard period symbols overlapping with DL aggressor signals to estimate the expected CLI level for the upcoming UL transmissions.

gNB-to-gNB CLI mitigation schemes
Several options are discussed regarding the gNB-to-gNB CLI mitigation schemes. Particularly in this section, we present our views on advanced gNB receivers, power control-based solutions, spatial coordination and coordinated scheduling.
Advanced gNB receivers
As discussed in previous section, the victim gNB can perform gNB-to-gNB CLI measurements based on the transmitted CLI-RS configuration from other links to identify the set of potential aggressors. Based on this information, interference mitigation schemes such as advance receivers can be applied at the victim gNB. In particular, linear receivers such as enhanced interference rejection combining (E-MMSE-IRC) receivers can be tailored to combat the gNB-to-gNB CLI. 
The demodulation performance of an E-MMSE-IRC receiver could be improved by having assistance information that e.g., expresses some apriori information of the signal characteristics of the CLI signal from the aggressor cell such as RS configuration. Building on the design principles of network assisted covariance estimation methodologies (such as NAICS), the serving cell has knowledge about reference signals and precoding matrices used in neighbouring cells. Therefore, the covariance estimation relies on the knowledge obtained from the reference signals used by the aggressor gNB(s). Our preliminary results [R1-2207268] show promising gains using linear receivers such as E-LMMSE-IRC, which explicitly considers interferer channel estimates from other links. Therefore, we suggest to further study the performance of advanced receivers during the SI and eventually specify the required inter-gNB signalling during the consequent WI phase.
E-LMMSE-IRC should be considered as a possible solution for CLI mitigation, potentially assisted through information exchange of the CLI aggressor characteristics over the Xn interface (or the F1 interface in case of gNB-split architectures). 
The importance of advanced receivers at the gNB has been evaluated with system-level simulations as captured in our previous tdoc [R1-2301571]. In this case, we compare baseline LMMSE-IRC with E-LMMSE-IRC. In the former case, the interference covariance matrix of the gNB-to-gNB CLI can’t be estimated and therefore the receiver can’t suppress this interference type. In the latter, the gNBs are able to estimate the interference covariance matrix from the aggressor gNBs and use it as input in the advance receiver. The results shown in [R1-2301571] highlight that the E-MMSE-IRC receiver delivers the highest throughput and achieves a performance improvement of 20% with respect to baseline IRC receiver.
Additionally, multiple companies are proposing UL muting aiming for a more accurate gNB-to-gNB CLI measurements. Along the same lines, UL muting could help improving the accuracy of the receiver estimation to suppress or cancel the interference. In particular, the victim gNB can signal an UL muting pattern to the UE in the victim cell based on the assistance information from aggressor gNB(s) such as the interference covariance matrix estimation is enhanced at the victim gNB. Therefore, the UE will not transmit in the resources indicated by the victim gNB and therefore, there is no resources colliding with aggressor gNB(s) RS resources used for interference estimation. For this purpose, CSI-RS could be used for measuring the long-term characteristics of the interference and build the covariance matrix while the DMRS is commonly used for channel estimation and, it could be also used to estimate and build the interference covariance matrix and improve the accuracy of an E-MMSE-IRC receiver. The required information from aggressor gNB(s) should be signalled to assist the victim gNB such as scheduling information, periodicity and slot offset, RS port and sequence configuration among others. 
Observation 2: Existing DL RSs (e.g., CSI-RS) can be used for gNB-to-gNB CLI channel interference measurements.
Signal UL muting patterns to UEs in the victim cell to enable interference channel estimation and cancellation schemes based on advanced receivers, potentially assisted through information exchange of the CLI aggressor characteristics over the Xn interface.
We have performed initial link level evaluations, as captured in our previous tdoc [R1-2301571], with and without UL muting resources such as that the interference from aggressor gNB(s) is estimated at the victim gNB with and without UL muting resources by the UE in the victim cell. The signal processing approach to estimate a desired signal is based on E-MMSE-IRC receiver where receiver linear detection is applied to the desired signal based on the generic form of the covariance matrix estimate needed in interference-suppressing demodulation. In this case, the simulations are performed considering two aggressor gNB(s) in the system where interference models are developed based on system level simulations under HetNet scenario simulation assumptions (TR 38.828) as described in [R1-2207268]. Based on results shown in [R1-2301571], it is highlighted that a performance improvement of ~0.5dB is observed between both configurations (w/ and w/o UL muting) for an E-LMMSE-IRC receiver.
Observation 3: Link-level simulations show that UL muting helps improving the accuracy of the receiver estimation to suppress or cancel the interference
Power control-based solutions
Leveraging from the power domain is a valid tool to mitigate the gNB-to-gNB CLI. One option is to boost the transmit power to UEs allocated in uplink during slots with CLI – assuming they are not power limited. Other solution is to support on-demand aggressor gNB transmit power reduction. Both solutions are explained in detail below.
UL power control optimization
During the Release 16 URLLC discussions, 3GPP agreed on the support of multiple p0 values as part of the power control configuration for scheduled uplink transmissions. At that time, the motivation for introducing this functionality was the multiplexing of eMBB and URLLC traffic. Now, this setting can be used to reduce the impact of the gNB-to-gNB CLI. A victim gNB could configure different p0 parameters via the RRC parameter P0-PUSCH-AlphaSet. In slots with expected CLI from neighbour gNBs, the victim gNB could indicate in the DCI that a given UE shall transmit with a higher pre-configured p0. Using a higher p0 will increase the received power at the victim gNB, which results in higher UL SINR. The attractive of this mechanism is that is can be implemented without new information exchange between gNBs. 
As a drawback, this scheme might increase the UE-to-UE cross-link interference towards neighbour cell UEs receiving in DL, potentially affecting the DL performance. If UE-to-UE CLI becomes a problem, already standardized Release-16 and/or new Release 18 mechanisms can be used to measure and report the UE-to-UE CLI such that the serving gNB can act accordingly. As shown in our TDoc from RAN1#110 meeting [R1-2207268], significant UL SINR and throughput improvements are obtained from our system-level simulations. This is achieved without barely decreasing the DL throughput on the aggressor cells. 
Observation 4: Uplink power control specifications have high degree of flexibility, current specifications allow a UE can be configured with multiple p0 values.
Downlink transmit power adjustment
Victim gNBs can on-demand indicate the need for an adjustment/reduction of the transmit power at specific slots to the identified aggressors gNBs. Reducing the aggressor cell transmit power will help lowering the gNB-to-gNB CLI, and thereby improve the victim cells uplink received SINR. On the other hand, one should carefully consider the effects on the aggressor cell due to downlink power decrease. The adopted back-off power at the aggressor gNB should be within acceptable margins such that the DL performance of the cell and coverage is not significantly hinder.
Adopting this scheme requires standardisation effort and it can’t be left up to gNB implementation. In fact, this power reduction indication information exchange between gNBs would be transmitted via the Xn interface or the F1 interface in case of gNB-split architecture. Current specifications do not support this type of signalling and therefore, enhancements on the backhaul signalling between gNBs is required. Regarding the details in the signalling exchange, the IAB discussions on DL power adjustment can be taken as a starting point. Using the IAB paradigm, an aggressor gNB could send a Desired DL Tx power adjustment information element (IE) to the aggressor gNB, indicating, among others, the desired transmit power for certain slots. As a response, the aggressor gNB triggers a DL Tx power adjustment IE to inform the victim gNB about the applied power backoff.

Enhancements on the signaling between gNBs is required to inform about the desired power reduction at the aggressor(s) cells. 
The IAB concepts of Desired DL Tx power adjustment and DL Tx power adjustment can be used as a starting point.
To understand the trade-offs between the gains in UL throughput at the victim cells and the penalties in the DL throughput at the aggressor cell, system-level simulations for 2-layer Scenario B were conducted. In these simulations, the macro gNBs decrease their Tx power by {3 dB, 6 dB, 10 dB} during all the CLI slots, although it is more reasonable that in real deployments the power reduction is performed on-demand basis and not in every CLI slot. 
Figure 1 shows the simulated resource utilization to achieve the low, medium and high loads in the scenario as well as the effect of the DL power backoff of the aggressor gNBs on the UL SINR at the victim gNBs for the slots with presence of CLI for the high load scenario. As expected, the highest UL SINR is achieved with the highest DL Tx power reduction. Approximately, 8 dB gain is observed at the 50th percentile with an aggressor DL power reduction of 10 dB. 
Figure 2 shows the UL UPT for the indoor UEs with respect to the power backoff applied by the aggressor gNBs. It can be noted that the scheme gives better results at higher RU. For instance, at the 50th percentile, the UL throughput is improved by 9.48%, 25.2% and 34.8% for low, medium and high loads respectively.

Figure 3 shows the DL UPT for the macro UEs with respect the power backoff applied by the aggressor gNBs. The effect of the power backoff is shown at both the 5th and 50th percentiles where the DL throughput is decreased with the macro gNB power backoff. It is more noticeable at the 5th pct, where the cell edge UEs are represented. The throughput degradation for cell-edge users is 9.5%, 16.3% and 16.7% for low, medium, and high loads.

. 
 
[bookmark: _Hlk134894099][bookmark: _Ref134894638]Figure 1. Type-2 RU for low, medium, and high loads (left) and UL SINR during slots with CLI at the victim gNBs (right)
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[bookmark: _Ref134894941]Figure 2. 5th UL UPT (left) and 50th UL UPT (right) of the indoor UEs
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[bookmark: _Ref134894976]Figure 3. DL UPT (left) and 50th DL UPT (right) of the macro UEs


Observation 5: System-level simulations show that adjusting the gNB transmit power is a relevant scheme for gNB CLI mitigation. However, the effects on the macro gNB should be carefully considered.
Flexibility on the power control parameters configuration
As an enhancement to combat the gNB-gNB CLI, here we propose configuring different power control settings per SSB index, i.e., the UE will be configured with different open-loop power control parameters depending on the SSB index selected during the beam selection procedure. One could think of a UE in idle/inactive mode which performs the P1 procedure to identify the SSB with the highest RSRP. In scenarios with cross-link interference, the selected beam might be highly interfered by the presence of gNB-gNB CLI at the victim gNB. Assuming that the victim gNB has previously measured the gNB-gNB CLI levels according to the mechanisms explained previously, it can configure different power control settings per SSB index and signal them via SIB or RRC. By configuring different power control parameters, the victim gNB can improve the SINR of the UL PRACH transmissions in presence of CLI.
Support per-SSB index open-loop power control parameters to combat the presence of gNB-gNB cross-link interference during RACH procedure

Spatial domain enhancements
One of the spatial domain solutions to mitigate the gNB-to-gNB CLI is the adaptation of the aggressor DL precoding to account for the interference generated towards the victim gNB. The mechanism uses measurements to be able to generate beam nulls on the direction of the victim gNB. Specifically, it needs the knowledge of the complex radio channel response between the victim and aggressor gNBs. To obtain it, the simplest option is that the aggressor gNB directly estimates the channel matrix response towards the victim gNB using reference signals transmitted by the victim. This assumes that the channel reciprocity holds and requires that the aggressor gNB is in Rx mode while the victim gNB is in Tx mode. The latter condition is however difficult to achieve in a common scenario in which aggressor gNBs adopt static DL-heavy TDD frame configuration and victim gNBs adopt UL-heavy TDD or dynamic TDD. If that is the case, the victim gNB should measure the complex channel matrix and report the result back to the aggressor gNB.
Observation 6: In scenarios where aggressor gNBs are using static DL-heavy TDD frame configurations, the victim gNB should measure the complex channel matrix and report it back to the aggressor for future precoding matrix adaptation/beam-nulling.
Another option within the spatial coordination enhancements is to use recommended/restricted beams between a pair of gNBs. First, the gNBs should be able to individually measure the received power of each of the transmit beams of the multiple neighbour gNBs. The gNB could follow the 2-step procedure explained in Section 2 for that purpose. After identifying the beams with highest received power, the victim gNB can indicate over the Xn interface the most interfering beams, i.e., the prohibited beams, or the least interfering beams, i.e., the desired beams. An aspect to consider is the trade-off between reducing the CLI and degrading the downlink performance. The aggressor gNB should ultimately decide which subset of the available downlink beams will not be used and it should be communicated to the corresponding victim gNBs. 
Observation 7: Applying restrictions of a large set of the downlink beams might results large downlink performance degradation on the aggressor gNB.
Transmission and reception timing
Timing advance is used to compensate the propagation delay between the gNB and the different UEs and ensure that UL signals are received simultaneously at the gNB. On top of the propagation delay compensation, the gNB configures the UE with a cell-specific TA offset (n-TimingAdvanceOffset) via SIB1 to ensure the required overhead (i.e., guard period) for switching between uplink and downlink slots is minimized. The introduction of this offset implies that, at the gNB, the UL signal reception is offset by n-TimingAdvanceOffset with respect to the gNB’s DL timing. If n-TimingAdvanceOffset is not provided by the serving cell, the UE assumes TA offset in Table 7.1.2-2 in TS 38.133. In case of TDD in FR1 with no LTE-NR coexistence, the value of the cell specific TA offset is 25600*Tc = 13.03 us.
In slots with opposite direction between victim and aggressor gNBs, the intended UL signal and the cross-link interference signal are received with certain time offset. Assuming that both gNBs are synchronized at slot level, the time difference between the signals depends on the configured n-TimingAdvanceOffset and on the propagation delay between aggressor and victim gNBs. The timing difference can result in performance degradation as the estimation of the interference covariance matrix becomes inaccurate because of an increase in the inter-symbol interference. Similar issue is currently discussed in the AI 9.3.2 in which the intended UL signals and the self-interference signal (DL interfering signal) are offset in time by n-TimingAdvanceOffset.
Observation 8: Differences in the reception timing of intended UL and interfering DL signals result in IRC receiver performance degradation.
The target is then to align the reception times of the intended UL signals and the DL signals generating CLI. One possible solution is to configure the UEs of the victim gNB with n-TimingAdvanceOffset equal to 0 or even negative values. This could be a valid solution as long as the propagation delay between gNBs is within the CP duration. However, there are few limitations we should consider. First, UEs currently deployed in the field always assume the TA offset value specified in Table 7.1.2-2 in 38.133 for the corresponding frequency range and co-existence scenario regardless of the signaled n-TimingAdvanceOffset in the SIB1. This can create backward compatibility issues between legacy UEs and Release-18 dynamic TDD UEs. It also implies that this solution can’t be applied to legacy UEs. Secondly, if setting n-TimingAdvanceOffset equal to 0 is supported, it requires the introduction of an additional guard period during the transitions from UL slots to DL slots as well as during transitions from DL slots to UL slots for the switch from Rx to Tx on the gNB and UE, respectively. Lastly, one could think of configuring different TA offset for the different slot types, i.e., slots with and without cross-link interference. However, changing n-TimingAdvanceOffset from 0 to, for instance, 13 µs during two consecutive UL transmissions may cause an overlap in the transmissions of the same UE. Solving this may require an additional guard symbol in the transition between slots with different CLI conditions.
Study the limitations and trade-offs of adjusting the TA offset including the potential backward compatibility problems between legacy UEs and Rel-18 UEs.
Exchange of the SBFD time/frequency configuration
After RAN1#112 meeting, companies were encouraged to discuss the benefits of the exchange of the SBFD time/frequency configuration.
	Agreement
Study the benefit of knowledge among gNBs of configurations such as
· SBFD time/frequency configuration



This exchange of information can be seen as equivalent to the TDD-UL-DLConfigCommon IE agreed for dynamic TDD and in our view it is relevant and beneficial to support it. On the time domain, the information on when neighbour cells are expected to transmit using TDD or SBFD slot is quite useful. For instance, one could think that there will be a significant difference on the interference power depending on the type of slot. gNBs can anticipate the expected interference and, for instance, adjust their own scheduling parameters based on it. On the frequency domain, the knowledge of the sub-band split of the different gNBs can help in performing coordination between neighboring cells. Achieving perfect subband coordination among the gNBs removes any intra-subband cross-link interference and only inter-subband cross-link interference is expected to impair the performance. This is quite beneficial since the interference power due to power leakage from adjacent RBs/subband is expected to be lower than the interference power generated at overlapping RBs. Another benefit is that gNBs can use this information as assistance for coordinated scheduling mechanisms. For instance, a gNB using TDD can mute the RBs overlapping with the UL subband of a neighbour gNBs to avoid the presence of intra-subband gNB-to-gNB cross-link interference As usual, when discussing this type of information exchange, one should consider realistic Xn interface conditions which non-zero propagation delay and limited capacity. Therefore, dynamic changes on the SBFD subband split or dynamic switches from SBFD to full DL (or UL) slot are hard to be notified to the neighbour gNBs.
Observation 9: The limitations of the Xn interface should be considered when drawing conclusions on the benefits of SBFD time/frequency configuration information exchange.
The exchange of SBFD time/frequency configuration between gNBs is seen as beneficial and it should be supported.
UE-to-UE cross-link interference
One of the pre-requisites for SRS-based UE-to-UE CLI measurements is the exchange of SRS configuration among gNBs. As part of the measurement object configuration for CLI, the gNB indicates the list of resources where the CLI SRS-RSRP is going to be measured. Given the current NR specifications, the gNB is not aware of the SRS configuration(s) used by the UEs in the neighbour cell and therefore the measurement resources will not collide with SRS transmissions from potential aggressor UEs. Not measuring on the correct resources could result in a victim UE reporting negligible CLI although it might be interfered by severe CLI. To overcome this problem enhancements on the existing signalling exchange between gNBs such that the SRS configuration is transmitted over the Xn interface or over the F1 interface for cases with gNB-split architecture. 
For inter-cell UE-to-UE CLI measurements, the exchange of the SRS configuration between gNBs is needed to properly configure the CLI-SRS measurements
[bookmark: _Hlk131526345]In RAN1#112 there was an agreement to study L1/L2 UE-to-UE CLI measurements and reporting, which provides gNBs with short-term measurements of the UE-to-UE CLI. This enhancement allows gNBs to apply mechanisms to remove and/or mitigate the UE-to-UE CLI according to instantaneous CLI conditions, such as smart scheduling, power control adjustments or coordination between neighbouring cells. 
In current specifications, the CSI reporting framework supports different types, including periodic, semi-persistent, and aperiodic CSI reporting. As captured in TS 38.331, the CSI-ReportConfig is used to configure a periodic or semi-persistent report sent on PUCCH, or to configure a semi-persistent or aperiodic report sent on PUSCH triggered by DCI. Regarding the reporting quantities, CSI framework was not initially designed for measuring UE-to-UE CLI and therefore no reporting quantities specific for cross-link interference as specified. In our view, the introduction of new metric quantities that reflect the CLI conditions, e.g., cri-CLI-RSRP shall be studied. The UE CSI computation time/delay shall also be considered for the new metrics. Subband CSI reporting can be useful specially for sub-band full duplex cases. According to TS 38.214, wideband reporting is assumed if reportQuantity is set to ‘cri-RSRP’ or ‘ssb-Index-RSPRP’ or ‘cri-SINR’, among others. We should be aware of this current limitation of the CSI framework and potentially allow for subband reporting for metrics such as cri-CLI-RSRP or similar. 
Based on the above, our view is that the existing CSI reporting framework in NR could be used for L1/L2 CLI measurements with certain adjustments/enhancements:
CSI reporting framework can be considered as starting point but adjustments/enhancements to support the new L1/L2 UE-to-UE CLI measurements might be required.
In addition, it was also agreed to consider L1/L2 UE-to-UE CLI periodic, semi-persistent and/or aperiodic measurements and reporting. Event-triggered and periodic reporting are already supported in current specifications for L3 measurements. For event-triggered reporting, UEs are configured with a CLI threshold which determines whether the L3 measurement report should be triggered or not. An i1 event is triggered if the measured CLI is above the pre-defined threshold (i1-Threshold). Now, possible enhancements could be considered for event-triggered reporting based on L1/L2 measurements. For instance, a new event triggered reporting based on the current channel conditions will help to adapt to the dynamic traffic conditions. In particular, the long-term characteristics of the interference can be measured by a reporting event based on the comparison of the CLI level to a pre-defined threshold. Whereas for L1/L2 UE-to-UE CLI reporting, new criteria should be defined to account for the varying CLI conditions such as an indicator of the decoding success and/or failure among others.
The UE-to-UE CLI framework to support and define new criteria for event triggered L1/L2 UE-to-UE CLI reporting.
In RAN1#111 there was an agreement to study whether and how to enhance UL power control mechanism. One possible direction for the UL power control enhancements is to allow the UEs to autonomously decrease the transmit power to limit the generated CLI. An aggressor UE can derive whether nearby UEs are in risk of being impacted by UE-to-UE CLI by measuring specific reference signals. For instance, the aggressor UE can use UE-to-UE CLI measurements or serving cell measurements. If the aggressor UE decides that CLI is likely to become a problem for nearby UEs and applies such reduction, a new/additional power headroom report should be signalled to the serving gNB.
Study autonomous adjustments of the aggressor UE transmit power to reduce the UE-to-UE CLI
In addition to reporting the measured CLI-RSSI or CLI SRS-RSRP, the UE could provide the serving gNB with additional information in the measurement report. Specifically, FR2 UEs with beamforming capabilities could include spatial information about the beam(s) used for measurements. This information can be useful since different CLI levels are expected to be measured depending on a given beam. Spatial information enables smart scheduling and/or beam coordination among neighbour cells by, for instance, avoiding co-scheduling of (UE + beam) pairs with high reported CLI. In the current Release 16 UE-to-UE measurements framework no flexibility in the Rx beam for CLI measurements is supported. Specifically, the UE assumes that the configured CLI measurement resources are QCL typeD with one of the latest received PDSCH or the latest monitored CORESET. With this enhancement the UE could report not only the measured CLI in the default Rx beam but other beams with high received CLI
Study increased flexibility on the CLI measurements and reporting to support different Rx beams for UEs with beamforming capabilities.
Given the need for more dynamic and short-term measurements increases the relevance of performing timely and accurate measurements. Due to differences in the UEs timing advance and the propagation delay between UEs, a timing error between the SRS measurement and the SRS reception could occur at the victim UE. As shown in our previous RAN1#110 meeting TDoc [R1-2207268], the accuracy of the estimation is highly dependent on the measurement timing error. Large degradation is observed if the measurement timing error is larger than the CP duration. Current NR specifications allow UEs to apply a constant offset relative to the downlink reference timing to search for the aggressor UE SRS. This offset is up to UE implementation, and it is not communicated to the gNB as part of the measurement report. As an enhancement of current specifications, the measuring UE can communicate the applied time offset to the gNB. By reporting both the CLI SRS RSRP measurement and the used time offsets, the gNB can evaluate the accuracy of the reported measurements and decide how relevant/accurate are the measurements.
As a further enhancement, the gNB can take the initiative and can signal the specific timing offset to be applied during the UE measurements. To assist setting reasonable timing offset for the CLI SRS RSRP measurements, the gNB may need parameters such as the timing advance configuration of the victim UE and potentially the position of victim and aggressor UEs. This approach could be useful if UEs do not support search SRS capabilities during the measurements.
Support the UE to report the applied timing offset on the CLI SRS-RSRP measurements 
Study the benefits of the gNB controlling the time offset applied for the CLI SRS-RSRP measurements to compensate for the different TA configurations between UEs.

Conclusion
The contribution is summarized by the following observations and proposals:
Observation 1: Using CD-SSBs for measuring CLI at the gNBs might require muting/skipping some of the CD-SSBs transmissions which ultimately impacts the UE information acquisition and/or UE measurements.
Observation 2: Existing DL RSs (e.g., CSI-RS) can be used for gNB-to-gNB CLI channel interference measurements.
Observation 3: Link-level simulations show that UL muting helps improving the accuracy of the receiver estimation to suppress or cancel the interference
Observation 4: Uplink power control specifications have high degree of flexibility, current specifications allow a UE can be configured with multiple p0 values.
Observation 5: System-level simulations show that adjusting the gNB transmit power is a relevant scheme for gNB CLI mitigation. However, the effects on the macro gNB should be carefully considered.
Observation 6: In scenarios where aggressor gNBs are using static DL-heavy TDD frame configurations, the victim gNB should measure the complex channel matrix and report it back to the aggressor for future precoding matrix adaptation/beam-nulling.
Observation 7: Applying restrictions of a large set of the downlink beams might results large downlink performance degradation on the aggressor gNB.
Observation 8: Differences in the reception timing of intended UL and interfering DL signals result in IRC receiver performance degradation.
Observation 9: The limitations of the Xn interface should be considered when drawing conclusions on the benefits of SBFD time/frequency configuration information exchange.

1. The measuring gNB should be informed about the CLI-RS configuration over the Xn interface. This applies to both CLI-RS candidates, the SSB-based and CSI-RS-based measurements.
gNB-to-gNB CLI measurements to follow a 2-step procedure. In the first step, gNBs use SSBs to obtain a course per-SSB CLI estimation. On a second step, CSI-RS are used to fine-tune the initially measured CLI levels.
Support semi-persistent and aperiodic NZP-CSI-RS for gNB-to-gNB CLI measurements.
Periodic, semi-persistent, aperiodic, and event-triggered reporting should be supported for gNB-to-gNB CLI measurements.
Consider allowing CSI-RS transmission during the guard period symbols for conducting CLI measurements while not impacting the downlink spectral efficiency on the aggressor gNB
Consider allowing CLI measurements during the guard period symbols overlapping with DL aggressor signals to estimate the expected CLI level for the upcoming UL transmissions.

E-LMMSE-IRC should be considered as a possible solution for CLI mitigation, potentially assisted through information exchange of the CLI aggressor characteristics over the Xn interface (or the F1 interface in case of gNB-split architectures). 
Signal UL muting patterns to UEs in the victim cell to enable interference channel estimation and cancellation schemes based on advanced receivers, potentially assisted through information exchange of the CLI aggressor characteristics over the Xn interface.
Enhancements on the signaling between gNBs is required to inform about the desired power reduction at the aggressor(s) cells. 
The IAB concepts of Desired DL Tx power adjustment and DL Tx power adjustment can be used as a starting point.
Support per-SSB index open-loop power control parameters to combat the presence of gNB-gNB cross-link interference during RACH procedure
Study the limitations and trade-offs of adjusting the TA offset including the potential backward compatibility problems between legacy UEs and Rel-18 UEs.
The exchange of SBFD time/frequency configuration between gNBs is seen as beneficial and it should be supported.
For inter-cell UE-to-UE CLI measurements, the exchange of the SRS configuration between gNBs is needed to properly configure the CLI-SRS measurements
CSI reporting framework can be considered as starting point but adjustments/enhancements to support the new L1/L2 UE-to-UE CLI measurements might be required.
The UE-to-UE CLI framework to support and define new criteria for event triggered L1/L2 UE-to-UE CLI reporting.
Study autonomous adjustments of the aggressor UE transmit power to reduce the UE-to-UE CLI
Study increased flexibility on the CLI measurements and reporting to support different Rx beams for UEs with beamforming capabilities.
Support the UE to report the applied timing offset on the CLI SRS-RSRP measurements 
Study the benefits of the gNB controlling the time offset applied for the CLI SRS-RSRP measurements to compensate for the different TA configurations between UEs.
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