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1. Introduction
This paper is aimed at sharing with RAN2 the progress of SI on New Radio Access Technology in the other RAN WGs, which are relevant to the RAN2 study area.
2. RAN WG1 progress at RAN1 #86 (August 2016)
NOTE:
The agreements on evaluation assumptions are not reported in this paper.
	Forward compatibility

	Agreements:
· NR should support at least following design targets: 
· It should allow FDD operation on a paired spectrum 

· It should allow different transmission directions in either part of a paired spectrum
· It should allow TDD operation on an unpaired spectrum where the transmission direction of time resources is not dynamically changing
· It should allow TDD operation on an unpaired spectrum where the transmission direction of most time resources can be dynamically changing

· FFS: It should allow support of full duplex in a forward compatible way

· Note: transmission directions include all of downlink, uplink, sidelink, and backhaul link 
· Note that additional discussion is needed about the timing to support above targets, particulally the second sub-bullet

· Note that some design targets may or may not be transparent to UE
Agreements:
· Whether wideband and narrowband UEs can decode either all or partially the same NR broadcasted signals and channels, should be considered
· This doesn’t mean the broadcasted signals/channels need to be narrowband

	Waveform and multiple access schemes

	(Waveform)

Agreement:
· At least up to 40 GHz for eMBB and URLLC services, NR supports CP-OFDM based waveform with Y greater than that of LTE (assuming Y=90% for LTE) for DL and UL, possibly with additional low PAPR/CM technique(s) (e.g., DFT-S-OFDM, etc.) 

· Y (%) = transmission bandwidth configuration / channel bandwidth * 100%

· RAN1 specification will support transmission bandwidth configuration corresponding to Y up to approximately100%

· Some evaluations in RAN1 show that Y for a NR carrier can be up to 98% of the evaluated channel bandwidths for both DL and UL without complexity and latency constraints [R1-166093]

· Note: additional pre-processing techniques on top of CP-OFDM are not precluded, e.g., OTFS

· Additional waveforms may be supported by NR for e.g. other services (e.g. mMTC) 

· It is recommended that RAN4 should target to support eNB/UE with Y significantly higher than 90% when defining the RAN4 requirements where the specification of Y should consider complexity and latency constraints 

· In-band frequency multiplexing of different numerologies is supported in NR for both DL and UL, at least from the network perspective 

· It is expected that spectrum confinement on sub-band basis is specified as requirements on 

· Transmitter side in-band emission and EVM requirements  

· Reception performance in presence of other-subband interferer

· The definition of sub-band is FFS 

· From RAN1 perspective, spectral confinement technique(s) (e.g. filtering, windowing, etc.) for a waveform at the transmitter is transparent to the receiver 

· Inform RAN4 the above agreements

· RAN1 plans to perform more evaluations on waveform and will inform RAN4 with future updates, if any

Agreements:
· At least up to 40 GHz for eMBB and URLLC services, 

· CP-OFDM without specified low-PAPR/CM technique(s) is recommended to be supported for uplink

· For data transmission, additional low-PAPR/CM technique(s) is only considered for uplink from RAN1 specification perspective

· Additional low-PAPR/CM technique(s) for special downlink signals such as sync signals is FFS

· Additional low-PAPR/CM technique(s) for other uplink signals/channels is FFS

· Additional low PAPR/CM technique(s), if specified, and CP-OFDM without specified low-PAPR/CM technique(s) for uplink are considered as complementary to each other 

Agreement:
· NR uplink should target at least the same link budget (i.e. MCL) as LTE uplink, under the same usage scenarios and similar deployment configurations (e.g., same carrier frequency)

· Details FFS

· Techniques can be evaluated for the uplink scenarios

· E.g., low PAPR/CM techniques (including DFT-s-OFDM) 

Agreement:
· RAN1 should continue study whether/how to support guard-band for inter-subband interfering scenarios (e.g., cases 2/3/4) with considerations of the specification/performance impact
Agreements:
· When considering DL and UL waveforms for spectrum band above 40GHz, RAN1 should at least consider the impact of

· Low PA efficiency

· Phase Noise and Doppler impairments

(Multiple access)
Agreements:
· NR should target to support UL non-orthogonal multiple access, in addition to the orthogonal approach, targeting at least for mMTC

Agreement:

· NR should target to support UL “autonomous/grant-free/contention based” at least for mMTC
Conclusion:

· In RAN1 discussion for MA, grant-free is used to represent “autonomous/grant-free/contention based”

Agreement:
· At least the following options for “autonomous/grant-free/contention based” UL transmission should be studied

· Opt. 1: a UE performs random resource selection

· Details FFS

· Opt. 2: a UE’s resource is pre-configured by eNB or pre-determined

· Details FFS

· Other options are not precluded

Agreements:
· Continue study at least the following: 

· Handling of  potential collisions of MA signatures

· Retransmission/repetition and potential combining, e.g. HARQ

· Potential link adaptation, e.g. MCS/signature re-assigning

· Relationship between grant-free and grant-based transmissions and associated UE behavior

· Advanced receiver capabilities including complexity analysis

Agreements:
· A MA physical resource for “grant-free” UL transmission is comprised of a time-frequency block
· Note: spatial dimension is not considered as a physical resource in this context
· A MA resource is comprised of a MA physical resource and a MA signature, where a MA signature includes at least one of the following:

· Codebook/Codeword

· Sequence

· Interleaver and/or mapping pattern

· Demodulation reference signal

· Preamble

· Spatial-dimension

· Power-dimension

· Others are not precluded

· Details on MA physical resource and MA signature resource FFS 

	Numerology and frame structure

	(Numerology)

Agreements:
· NR design should allow potentially defining multiple CP lengths for a given subcarrier spacing in Phase I or later

· Multiple CP lengths do not mean the normal CP have 2 different CP lengths in the LTE

· It should be possible to deploy NR with 60 kHz subcarrier spacing in the channel that have the same delay spread that LTE can handle with the normal CP length as one use case

· Other subcarrier spacing solution can be considered with an equal priority in the further study

· More than one CP length should be studied for a given subcarrier spacing

· The different CP lengths for a given subcarrier spacing can be of substantially different lengths 

· For 60 kHz subcarrier spacing, at least one CP length can be similar to the normal CP length of 15 kHz corresponding to LTE numerology
· Other proposals are not precluded
· Note: FFS whether all of subcarrier spacings support more than one CP length or not

· Note: FFS whether supporting more than one CP length for a given subcarrier spacing is mandatory or optional for a given UE

Agreements:
· Subframe duration in ms for a reference numerology with subcarrier spacing (2m*15)kHz is exactly 1/2m ms
Working assumption:
· Alignment within a subframe

· Symbol level alignment across different subcarrier spacings with the same CP overhead is assumed within a subframe duration in a NR carrier
· FFS: Unlicensed spectrum case

Agreements:
· RAN1 strives how to enable efficient time alignment between transmissions with different CP overheads

Agreements:
· NR numerology scalability should allow at least from [3.75 kHz] to480 kHz subcarrier spacing 

· Necessity of support for less than 15 kHz subcarrier spacing  (e.g., 3.75 kHz) should be studied

· Note that scalability does not mean everything should be scalable (e.g., RS density, UE/gNB processing time, signalling overhead)

(Frame structure)

Agreements:
· A subframe duration is defined by the duration of x OFDM symbols given a reference numerology 
· With the same CP overhead, a single value of x is specified irrespective of the subcarrier spacing value chosen for the reference numerology

· This does not preclude multiple data transmission opportunities in time within a subframe duration
· This does not preclude multiple control transmission opportunities in time for both DL and UL within the subframe duration
· This does not preclude one data transmission to span over multiple subframe durations

· A UE has one reference numerology in a given NR carrier which defines subframe duration for the given NR carrier

· FFS: In a given NR carrier, whether different UEs may have different reference numerologies or may not
· Specification supports multiplexing numerologies in TDM and/or FDM within/across (a) subframe duration(s) from a UE perspective
Agreements:
· PRB definition where the number of subcarriers per PRB is the same for all numerologies is supported

· Examples of the number of subcarriers per PRB for NR study are 12, 16

· Additional PRB definition with the different number of subcarriers is not precluded

Agreements:
· The number of subcarriers per PRB for NR study are 12, 16

Conclusions:

· RAN1 will down select the number of subcarriers per PRB in the next meeting

Agreements:
· For subcarrier spacing of 2n * 15kHz, subcarriers are mapped on the subset/superset of those for subcarrier spacing of 15kHz in a nested manner in the frequency domain
Agreements:
· In one carrier when multiple numerologies are time domain multiplexed,

· RBs for different numerologies are located on a fixed grid relative to each other
· For subcarrier spacing of 2n * 15kHz, the RB grids are defined  as the subset/superset of the RB grid for subcarrier spacing of 15kHz in a nested manner in the frequency domain

· Note that following numbering in the figure is just an example
· FFS: frequency domain multiplexing case
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Conclusions:

· Proponents are encouraged to study followings

· Alt. 1: Adopt RB grid for FDM as it is agreed in TDM

· Alt. 2: Use RB grid corresponding to the reference numerology for FDM, applied the same grid to TDM, and revisit above agreements for TDM

Agreements:
· No explicit DC subcarrier is reserved both for DL and UL

Agreements:
· Unless otherwise specified or indicated to the UE, the UE shall make no assumption on whether to transmit or receive at least within the data region(s) in a given time interval X

· Indication to the UE may include

· Dynamic L1 signaling

· RRC configuration

· Broadcast signaling

· …

Agreements:
· The following is supported for NR 

· From UE perspective, HARQ ACK/NACK feedback for multiple DL transmissions in time can be transmitted in one UL data/control region is supported
· Some or all of the following timing relationships can be indicated to a UE dynamically by the L1 DL signaling (FFS: explicit or implicit)

· Timing relationship between DL data reception and corresponding acknowledgement
· Timing relationship between UL assignment and corresponding UL data transmission
· Note: Default value, if any, for each timing relationship is FFS (agreement from RAN1 #85)
· Note: Potential values for each timing relationship has to be studied further considering e.g., UE processing capability, gap overhead, UL coverage, and etc. (agreement from RAN1 #85)
· Note: Other means of indicating the timing relationship are not precluded
· Some or all of the following timing relationships can be indicated to a UE semi-statically (FFS: explicit or implicit)

· Timing relationship between DL data reception and corresponding acknowledgement
· Timing relationship between UL assignment and corresponding UL data transmission
· Note: Default value, if any, for each timing relationship is FFS (agreement from RAN1 #85)
· Note: Potential values for each timing relationship has to be studied further considering e.g., UE processing capability, gap overhead, UL coverage, and etc. (agreement from RAN1 #85)
· Note: Other means of indicating the timing relationship are not precluded
Conclusions:

· Further study
· how to multiplex mini slot and slot

· the benefit and mechanism of indicating blank resources at least for forward compatibility perspective
Agreements:
· A slot can contain all downlink, all uplink, or {at least one downlink part and at least one uplink part}

· FFS regarding the number of switching points, multiplexing of different use cases (e.g., multiplexing eMBB and URLLC use cases) and/or numerologies in the time domain

Agreements:
· Followings are considered as starting points of NR frame structure at least within the CP overhead 

· Subframe

· Already agreed upon

· Assume x=14 in the reference numerology for subframe definition (for normal CP)

· FFS: y=x and/or y=x/2 and/or y is signalled
· Slot

· Slot of duration y OFDM symbols in the numerology used for transmission

· An integer number of slots fit within one subframe duration (at least for subcarrier spacing is larger than or equal the reference numerology)

· The structure allows for ctrl at the beginning only
· The structure allows for ctrl at the end only
· The structure allows for ctrl at the end and at the beginning
· Other structure is not precluded

· One possible scheduling unit

· Mini-slot

· Should at least support transmission shorter than y OFDM symbols in the numerology used for transmission

· May contain ctrl at the beginning and/or ctrl at the end

· The smallest mini-slot is the smallest possible scheduling unit (FFS: smallest number of symbols)

· Note: the names are for the purpose of discussion. Whether some terms can be merged or not is FFS
· FFS whether NR frame structure needs to support both slot and mini-slot or these can be merged
Agreements:
· At least the following potential options should be considered

· At least for shorter transmission UL, semi-static resource sharing between URLLC and eMBB

· FDM and/or TDM manner

· UL grant-free transmission for URLLC

· Other schemes are not precluded

· Dynamic resource sharing between URLLC and eMBB

· For DL, mechanisms to schedule a transmission where the resources of it can overlap with resources of ongoing/scheduled longer transmission at least from network perspective

· FFS: A similar or same mechanism applicability to UL

· Preemption or superposition
· Other schemes are not precluded 

· Scheduling based approaches (e.g., by adapting transmission duration or by using different subbands) to allow multiplexing of different durations of transmission

· UL grant-free transmission for URLLC

· Other schemes are not precluded

· Other mechanisms are not precluded

Agreements:
· Impact of UE DL reception energy consumption should be studied also considering the total power consumption mainly focusing on DoU
· e.g., UE decoding power consumption in the physical layer DL control blind decoding in lack of grant
· e.g., UE decoding power consumption in the slot with the data
· e.g., UE decoding power consumption in the data reception process
· e.g., UE decoding power consumption in the measurement
· e.g., UE decoding power consumption in the SS
· UE power reduction techniques also should be studied
Agreements:
· NR supports at least semi-statically assigned DL/UL transmission direction as gNB operation
· The assigned DL/UL transmission direction can be signalled to UE by higher layer signalling
Agreements:
· In addition to the front-loaded RS agreed to study in RAN1#85, same or extended/additional RS is studied in NR of at least the following:
· Estimate/compensate Doppler parameters
· Compensate phase rotation and frequency offset

· Note that RS may or may not be UE-specific
Conclusions:

· Mechanisms for joint operation of backhaul link and access link should be studied by NR, including

· Study dynamic resource allocation among backhaul and access links, including TDM and FDM and SDM approaches under half-duplex constraint 

· Study multi-hop backhauling and multi-site connectivity in backhauling 

· Mechanism for integration of new TRPs/RNs carrying integrated backhaul and access functionalities

· Mechanisms for discovery and management of backhaul links for the connected TRP/relay nodes (if supported) with integrated backhaul and access links
· Other aspects/functionalities such as forward compatibility to study full duplex operation on backhaul and/or access links are FFS

· RAN1 should strive for a common mobility handling and beam management framework for mobile TRP/relay nodes (if supported) carrying joint operation of backhaul and access functionalities and the usual UEs
· Note: No assumption on particular RAN architecture


	Channel coding and modulation

	Conclusion: 

· Combined channel coding simulation data sharing is needed by filling in the base excel spreadsheets from participating companies

· Example base excel spreadsheets are attached 

· Participating companies may add their data upon the combined excel spreadsheet and update the file version

· Offline emails can be used to track the updates: Moderator: Chunxuan Ye, Interdigital

· Simulation curves may not be aligned given the same configuration, probably due to different codes or decoding algorithms

· May need to specify further details of different channel codes 

· Companies encouraged to further contribute, update and align their simulation results for RAN1 #86bis
Agreement:

· Channel coding techniques for NR, should support the following:

· Info block size K flexibility: 

· Granularity at lower end of range of K = [D1] bits

· D1 may be different for control and data channels

· FFS whether D1 may be different for different code rates

· FFS whether the granularity is coarser at higher values of K 

· Shortening (i.e. assigning info bits to known values, e.g. 0) may be used to provide info block size flexibility 

· Codeword size flexibility: 

· Basic code design with rate matching (i.e., puncturing and/or repetition) supports 1-bit granularity in codeword size

Conclusion:

· The eMBB data channel coding scheme will be chosen at RAN1#86bis

· including agreeing on the observations that led to the decision. 

· Companies are encouraged to:

· continue analysis and comparison in order to inform the final decision at RAN1#86bis

· provide any remaining details, especially focusing on LDPC (in view of the situation in this meeting) 

· provide any remaining details of the flexibility requirements and how they can be satisfied, and corresponding implementation complexity and any impact on performance

· Note that consideration of combinations of coding schemes is not precluded. 

· In case of changes to proposals already available, companies are encouraged to provide them at least 1 week before the normal submission deadline for RAN1#86bis. 

Agreement:

· Channel coding technique(s) designed for data channels of NR support both Incremental Redundancy (IR) (or similar) and Chase Combining (CC) HARQ

	Multi-antenna scheme

	Agreements:
· The following DL L1/L2 beam management procedures are supported within one or multiple TRPs:

· P-1: is used to enable UE measurement on different TRP Tx beams to support selection of TRP Tx beams/UE Rx beam(s)

· For beamforming at TRP, it typically includes a intra/inter-TRP Tx beam sweep from a set of different beams

· For beamforming at UE, it typically includes a UE Rx beam sweep from a set of different beams

· FFS: TRP Tx beam and UE Rx beam can be determined jointly or sequentially

· P-2: is used to enable UE measurement on different TRP Tx beams to possibly change inter/intra-TRP Tx beam(s)

· From  a possibly smaller set of beams for beam refinement than in P-1
· Note: P-2 can be a special case of P-1

· P-3: is used to enable UE measurement on the same TRP Tx beam to change UE Rx beam in the case UE uses beamforming

· Strive for the same procedure design for Intra-TRP and inter-TRP beam management

· Note: UE may not know whether it is intra-TRP or inter TRP beam 

· Note: Procedures P-2&P-3 can be performed jointly and/or multiple times to achieve e.g. TRP Tx/UE Rx beam change simultaneously

· Note: Procedures P-3 may or may not have physical layer procedure spec. impact

· Support managing multiple Tx/Rx beam pairs for a UE

· Note: Assistance information from another carrier can be studied in beam management procedures
· Note that above procedure can be applied to any frequency band

· Note that above procedure can be used in single/multiple beam(s) per TRP 

· Note: multi/single beam based initial access and mobility treated within a separate RAN1 agenda item
Agreements:
· A simplified CSI acquisition framework should be studied in NR, which could support

· CSI measurement based on CSI-RS (if supported)
· Implicit and explicit CSI feedback

· CSI acquisition based on different degree of reciprocity

· Other features to be supported

· The implicit CSI feedback methods should be studied in NR

· Codebook design

· Interference measurement based on interference measurement resource which could be one or more of the following options

· ZP CSI-RS (if supported)
· NZP CSI-RS (if supported)
· DMRS (if supported)

· Other resources are not precluded

· CSI feedback based on DMRS (if supported)
· The explicit CSI feedback methods should be studied in NR

· Feedback of channel covariance matrix

· Feedback of channel matrix 

· Feedback of  channel eigenvector

· Both quantized and unquantized/analog feedback
· Other methods are not precluded
· CSI measurement and reporting with the following components should be studied in NR

· Wideband/long-term CSI

· Subband/short-term CSI

· Explicit CSI

· Implicit CSI

· Configuration of the above components individually or jointly is FFS

Agreements:
· RAN1 to study transmit diversity for both data and control channels
· Aspects to related to QCL (if any), # of ports, polarizations, etc.

· Demodulation reference signal for transmit diversity, if supported, could be

· UE-specific RS (if supported by NR)

· Shared (by two or more UEs)-RS (if supported by NR)
· Other types of RS are not precluded

Agreements:
· Strive to design a unified CSI framework, avoiding introducing multiple classes/subclasses and redundant (equally performing) configurations, while still covering a wide variety of use cases and frequency bands
· Coupling/Decoupling (e.g. fixed timing relationships, joint configuration) between the following functions should be studied
· RS transmission used for CSI acquisition (CSI-RS transmitted in DL and SRS transmitted in UL)

· Use of other RS(s) is not precluded (e.g., DMRS)

· Note that CSI-RS and SRS may or may not have the same physical signal design

· Note that the reference signal naming can be revisited later
· CSI measurement/reporting
· Multi-antenna transmission method/scheme
· Downlink control signaling

· Study flexible scheduling/configuration of  CSI-RS, CSI report and transmission method/scheme for data and control

· DL DMRS and UL DMRS based spatial multiplexing (SU-MIMO/MU-MIMO) is supported
· FFS: Necessity of sidelink spatial multiplexing
· At least 8 orthogonal DL DMRS ports is supported for SU-MIMO scheduling
· At least 8 orthogonal DL DMRS ports is supported for MU-MIMO scheduling
· Support dynamic switching between transmission methods/schemes, e.g. between

· Transmit diversity

· Spatial multiplexing

Agreements:
The following aspects for UL MIMO transmission should be supported:

· Transmission schemes/methods for reciprocity calibrated UEs, reciprocity non-calibrated UEs, and non-reciprocity/partial reciprocity cases
· If needed, signalling associated with UL reciprocity based operation is introduced, e.g. UE capability which indicates calibration accuracy
· Whether to differentiate reciprocity non-calibrated UEs from non-reciprocity or not is to be studied

· Note: the number of transmission schemes/methods can be further discussed
· At least one of the following candidate schemes/methods is to be supported

· Candidate 1: Codebook based transmission 

· Frequency selective and frequency non-selective precoding in digital domain can be considered for large system bandwidth

· The support for frequency selective precoding is conditioned on decision on NR waveform(s)
· FFS: The values of the large system bandwidth
· E.g., BS-centric mechanism analogous to LTE

· E.g., UE–aided and BS-centric mechanism: UE recommends candidate UL precoders from a predefined codebook to BS based on DL RS measurement, and BS determines the final precoder taken from the codebook.

· E.g., UE–centric and BS-aided mechanism: BS provides CSI (e.g. channel response, interference-related information) to the UE, and the UE determines the final precoder based on the information from the BS

· Candidate 2: Non-codebook based transmission 

· Frequency selective and frequency non-selective precoding in digital domain can be considered for large system bandwidth

· The support for frequency selective precoding is conditioned on decision on NR waveform(s)
· FFS: The values of the large system bandwidth
· E.g., reciprocity based (based on DL RS) transmission only for calibrated UEs

· E.g., UE–aided and BS-centric mechanism:  UE recommends candidate UL precoders to BS based on DL RS measurement, and BS determines the final precoder.

· E.g., UE–centric and BS-aided mechanism: BS provides CSI (e.g. channel response, interference-related information) to the UE, and the UE determines the final precoder based on the information from the BS

· Note: Other transmission schemes/methods are not precluded.

Agreements:
· Study UL precoder signaling for frequency selective/non-selective precoding

· Example 1: Signaling of single or multiple PMIs via DL control and/or data channels

· Multiple PMIs can be signaled via a single DCI or multi-level DCI (1st level DCI contains a location indication to the 2nd level DCI)
· Example 2: For TDD, precoder calculation at the UE based on DL RS 

· Notes: 

· The feasibility of frequency selective precoding is conditioned RAN1 decision on, e.g. NR frame structure, waveform(s)

· Impact on other system design aspects (e.g. DL control channel decoding performance/complexity) should be considered.

· Study the use of UL frequency selective precoding for precoded transmission including precoder cycling

· For frequency selective precoding, study UL precoding granularity (i.e. UL subband size) considering following aspects

· Implicit (defined by spec.) or explicit (by eNB/UE decision) signaling support

· Whether to align with DL or not

· Evaluation should include UL specific aspects such as CM analysis according to UL waveform, etc.

· Study of frequency non-selective precoding is of higher-priority 

Agreements:
· All physical channels and reference signals in NR are transmitted using antenna ports

· Agree as working assumption the following antenna port definition for NR (same as in LTE)

· An antenna port is defined such that the channel over which a symbol on the antenna port is conveyed can be inferred from the channel over which another symbol on the same antenna port is conveyed. 
· Parameters for antenna port QCL in NR includes at least (if QCL is supported)
· Average gain, average delay, delay spread, Doppler shift and Doppler spread (same as in LTE)

· Additional parameters are FFS 

· FFS whether the QCL or other means can be used for UE beamforming management

· The following QCL assumptions for DM-RS antenna ports in NR are for further study

· QCL across DM-RS antenna ports

· All the DMRS antenna ports are QCL-ed with each other

· Not all the DMRS antenna ports are QCL-ed with each other

· QCL across scheduled PRBs for DM-RS antenna port 

· QCL among DM-RS antenna port groups

· QCL of DM-RS antenna ports with antenna ports of other reference signals (RS to be defined in NR) 

· Other assumptions are not precluded

· Note: The antenna ports of demodulation reference signal (DM-RS) in NR are used to transmit at least physical data and, possibly, control channels and used at the UE for demodulation
Agreements:
· All QCL assumptions that a UE is allowed to make among antenna ports should be identified and explicitly specified

· QCL is defined as follows: 
· Two antenna ports are said to be quasi co-located if properties of the channel over which a symbol on one antenna port is conveyed can be inferred from the channel over which a symbol on the other antenna port is conveyed.
· Future refinement on QCL definition is not precluded
Agreements:
· Consider different channel reciprocity assumptions in beam management procedures 

· At a TRP or UE, with TX and RX channel reciprocity (full or partial) (e.g., beam reciprocity), TX beam (or RX beam) can be obtained from RX beam (or TX beam) to reduce overhead and latency

· Without TX and RX channel reciprocity, beam management procedure may require TX and RX beam sweeping in both DL and UL links

· RAN1 study different methods of determining Tx and Rx beam(s) for communication on one link direction (uplink or downlink), e.g.,

· Joint determination: Tx beam and Rx beam are determined jointly

· Separate determination: Tx beam or Rx beam are determined sequentially. 

· Multi-stage determination: for instance, coarse Tx-Rx beam determination followed by fine Tx-Rx beam determination

· Study beam management procedure with and without explicit signaling of beam(s) or beam group(s) used for transmission

Agreements:
Study aperiodic CSI reporting in conjunction with aperiodic RS transmission:
· Dynamic indication of aperiodic RS and interference measurement resource including

· Aperiodic RS for channel measurement for CSI reporting

· Aperiodic interference measurement resource for interference measurement,  including using non-zero/zero power RS, demodulation RS;

· Resource pool sharing for aperiodic channel and interference measurement resources

· Study the timing requirement among aperiodic RS triggering, CSI reporting triggering, aperiodic RS transmission, and CSI reporting.  

· Timing between CSI triggering and aperiodic RS transmission X

· Timing between aperiodic RS transmission and CSI reporting Y

· Notes: Consider the single triggering for RS transmission and CSI reporting;

· Others are not precluded
· Note: aperiodic triggering doesn’t preclude on-demand (using activate/release mechanism) triggering 
Agreements:
· Support at least one of the following schemes for CSI reporting:

· Scheme 1: periodic CSI reporting analogous to LTE

· Scheme 2: semi-persistent CSI reporting (e.g. activate/release mechanism analogous to LTE SPS)

· Scheme 3: aperiodic CSI reporting 

· FFS: Possible signaling support   

· Strive to design NR periodic, semi-persistent, and/or aperiodic CSI reporting, considering at least following aspects

· UL coverage

· Required RS

· Reporting information type

· Forward compatibility

· Energy efficiency

· RS and CSI reporting overhead

· Study whether to avoid specifying dependency between CSI reports in different reporting instances 

· Such dependencies, if any, can be different for periodic, semi-persistent, and/or aperiodic CSI reporting

Agreements:
· Study flexible timings of RS indication/transmission for CSI measurement, CSI feedback triggering/reporting. Following aspects should be considered at least for periodic CSI (where appropriate)/aperiodic/semi-persistent CSI reporting

· Linkage between each timing

· Details FFS. Some non-exhaustive exemplary timing relationships include:

· Ex1) RS indication and CSI feedback triggering 

· Ex2) RS indication and RS transmission 

· Ex3) RS indication, RS transmission, CSI feedback triggering and CSI reporting in the same [SF]

· Signaling method for timing, if needed (if so, details)

· Feasible time gap between RS transmission and CSI reporting taking CSI computation delay/complexity, propagation delay, channel coherence time, and UL timing advance into account

· Signaling overhead needs to be taken into account

· Note: the timing above refers to layer 1 control signaling, higher-layer signaling or a combination thereof

· Note: RS indication can be RS triggering or RS activation/deactivation, and can include RS resource configuration. 

· Note: This doesn’t preclude a fixed timing based RS transmission for CSI measurement, CSI feedback reporting.

Agreements:
· At least one of following RS configurations for CSI measurement are supported in NR

· Aperiodic RS

· Semi-persistent RS

· Periodic RS

· Study RS pattern for CSI measurement in NR both for DL and UL
· Study the density of RS
· Study the position of RS in the [subframe]

· Study the mapping of RS in one or several symbols
Agreements:
· Study impacts of UE movement, rotation and/or channel/beam blockage w.r.t. following aspects

· UE/TRP beam change 

· CSI mismatch from CSI reporting instance to data transmission instance

· Study at least the following techniques under the consideration of UE movement, rotation and/or channel/beam blockage including

· Beam management of UE/TRP Tx/Rx beams

· Transmission/reception techniques to provide more robustness (e.g. semi-OL MIMO transmission, beam cycling, beam broadening)

Agreements:
· Study the relationship of beam(s) used for L1 control channel and beam(s) used for data channel

· E.g. Using different beamwidth for data and control
· E.g. Using different beam directions for data and control
· E.g. At least one beam is shared by data and control
· E.g., same beam for data and control
Agreements:
· For NR, support DL CSI measurement with X antenna ports
· Study the values of X = 1,2,4,8,12,16,20,24,28,32
· Study whether additional values of X are needed, including X > 32 (e.g., 64)
· Other values of X are not precluded
Agreements:
· Study to support various interference management schemes:

· Interference management over different time scales:

· Semi-static/preconfigured interference management

· Dynamic interference management

· Interference management where signals/channels from/to UE(s) is

· Transmitted from/to multiple TRPs

· Transmitted from/to single TRP

· The above study should consider:

· Forward compatibility, e.g., for future introduction of additional interference management schemes (if any)

· Low and high NR frequencies

· Take into account backhaul/fronthaul latency constraints

· Both TDD and FDD

· Both data and control channels

· Interference measurement/reporting

· Taking into account interference management for advanced receivers

· Taking into account various scenarios

· Taking into account beam management, different antenna structures, etc.

Agreements:
· NR support NR RS configured on a per UE basis

· FFS whether or not to support always-on non-UE-specific RS in NR

· Including the details of always-on and non-UE-specific, if supported


	Initial access and mobility

	Agreements:
· RAN1 should strive for a common framework, including for example structure of synchronization signals, for initial access

· More specifically, especially within a group of frequency bands in the frequency range, RAN1 should strive for an unified framework covering

· Single beam based and multi-beam based deployments

· TDD and FDD operations

· Different/mixed numerologies

· Standalone and non-standalone operations
· Licensed band and unlicensed band operations
· FFS: mMTC use case

· RAN1 should take at least following requirements into account to design initial access

· Providing at least following functionalities

· Detection of NR cell and its ID
· Note: In this context, NR cell corresponds one or multiple TRP(s)
· Initial time/frequency synchronization to the cell

· Providing necessary information for random access

· Providing sufficient number of the identity values to allow deployment flexibility
· FFS: supporting efficient mobility

· FFS: supporting efficient inter-RAT measurement

· Reducing the frequency hypothesis UE needs to search for compared to LTE

· FFS: detecting beam ID(s)

Agreements:
· RACH procedure including RACH preamble (Msg. 1), random access response (Msg. 2), message 3, and message 4 is at least assumed for NR from RAN1 perspective

· Simplified RACH procedure, e.g., Msg. 1 (UL) and Msg. 2 (DL), should be further studied

· Details on Msg. 1 and Msg. 2 are FFS

· Study should include comparison with the above procedure (first bullet)

· The design of the random access procedure should take into account the possible use of single-beam and multiple beam operations, including

· Non Rx/Tx reciprocity at BS or UE

· Full or partial Rx/Tx reciprocity at BS or UE

· In case that multiple beam-forming is applied to DL broadcast channels/signals for initial access, 

· RACH resource is obtained by UE from detected DL broadcast channels/signals

· FFS: Details on association

· Other mechanism w/o association is also considered

· Multiple occasions for RACH preamble transmission in a given time interval are considered

· Details are FFS

· Other mechanism is not precluded

· Study further RACH reception/RAR transmission in TRPs/beams other than the one transmitting synchronization signals
Agreements:
· For RRM measurement in NR, at least DL measurement is supported with the consideration on
· Both single-beam based operation and multi-beam based operation
· FFS: Definition of RRM measurement for multi-beam based operation
· FFS: DL signal for RRM measurement

· FFS: When DL measurement is applied

· Note that there is no conclusion that DL measurement is a complete solution for RRM measurement in NR for now

Conclusions:

· For RRM measurement and mobility in NR, RAN1 needs to study DL and UL based measurements considering following RAN2 study

· RRC driven at ‘cell’ level

· Zero/Minimum RRC  involvement (e.g. at MAC /PHY) 

· FFS what is the definition of a cell
Agreements:
· For subcarrier spacing of each synchronization signal (e.g. NR PSS,SSS) in a NR carrier, the following alternatives should be studied

· Alt 1: Subcarrier spacing is predefined in the specification for a given frequency range

· Ex: 15kHz for sub-6GHz, 60kHz for over-6GHz
· Note that there are more than one frequency ranges
· Alt 2: Subcarrier spacing is selected by NR BS

· FFS: Details on the set of possible numerologies

· Note: Blind detection of multiple numerologies can be considered

· Alt 3: Single subcarrier spacing is predefined in the specification for all frequency ranges

· Other alternatives are not precluded

· NR synchronization signal is based on CP-OFDM

· Note that DFT-spread-OFDM based design is not precluded
Agreements:
· At least one transmission bandwidth within a carrier bandwidth can be specified for transmission of  each synchronization signal and at least some essential system information.

· The transmission bandwidth may be specified either differently according to the frequency range or the same across the frequency ranges

· FFS: transmission bandwidths for each synchronization signal and at least some system information are same or not

· FFS: the transmission bandwidth and the corresponding numerology

· FFS: whether the used transmission bandwidth is blindly detected by UE from specified bandwidths according to the frequency bands

Agreements:
· In order for the transmission of the information required for the initial access (e.g. configuration of random access resource), at least following options are to be studied: 

· Note: the above information can consist of multiple parts, and different option below can be applied for the transmission of each part

· Opt 1: the transmission is scheduled by dynamic signaling (e.g. control channel)

· Opt 2: the transmission is scheduled by semi-static signaling (e.g. via the previous part)

· Opt 3: the transmission is done alone without associated signaling (e.g. predefined in spec)

· In the above study, at least following aspects should be considered:

· Resource flexibility (e.g. in terms of ensuring forward compatibility, dynamic TDD operation)

· Resource overhead

· UE complexity (e.g. involved with decoding of the information)




3. RAN WG3 progress at RAN3 #93 (August 2016)
TR38.801 general

It was agreed to use the name of “NG” (NG-C and NG-U) for the interface between New RAN and the NextGen Core Network.  Rapporteur will update the TR accordingly. 

For the definition of “New RAN”, “Evolved EUTRA”, TP in R3-161972 was agreed. The “New RAN” Now cover only the connectivity to NextGen Core, Regarding the terminology of the RAN related to Option 3/3A of RP-161266 it will be further discussed.

Deployment Scenario

It was agreed to add Heterogeneous deployment in TR38.801, the text “The Heterogeneous deployment comprises in the same geographical area two or more deployments as defined in sections 5.1 to 5.5 of the present document.” will be captured in the general section by the rapporteur.

NR RAN function list 

A note is added for the support of the E-UTRA - NR HO via CN function depends on progress in SA2, TP in R3-162077.

The description of the function of “Contacting UEs in inactive mode” was shortened, TP in R3-161975 was agreed.

The proposed description of the Support for high reliability low latency services, TP in R3-1612049 was agreed

Support for enabling Network Slicing

The key principles of supporting network slicing to link with consideration of tenant type, TP in R3-162053.

The key principles of supporting network slicing as already in the TR is further refined, TP R3-161978 was agreed.

For the Slicing Selection, possible Solutions for selection of Network slice and CN entity by gNB, the TP is in R3-161979 was agreed. 

For the possible solution of Resource Isolation between slices, TP in R3-161980 was agreed.

QoS handling

Contributions were opened with only noted to wait for SA2 further progress.

RAN architecture and interfaces

It was agreed for the stage 3 principle on protocol design which is the support modular procedures design and use a syntax allowing optimized encoding /decoding efficiency (R3-171805).

The requirement of “The RAN architecture shall allow for C-plane/U-plane separation.” In TR38.913 was discussed, It was agreed as a way forward to have some chapter for UP and CP functions description and editor note for further analysis and study of the UP-CP Separation, TP in R3-162011 was agreed.

The alignment of the RAN CN connectivity options with the RAN working document RP-161266 was discussed, TP in R3-161966 was agreed.  The CP between EPC and gNB is FFS, but any further discussion in RAN3 is dependent on RAN Plenary decision.

Functions support in NG interface, TP in R3-162054 was agreed.

Evolution path to/and reference architecture

The discussion mainly was handled the operators input, potential migration paths with the TP in R3-162056, R3-162057 and R3-162058 was agreed.

NR Standalone Access

Inactive mode mobility between NR and eLTE eNB function with note to say it is pending on the decision of the “light connection” of other work item, as well the paging mechanism, TP in R3-162032 was agreed.

Session management function TP in R3-162034 was agreed.

Horizontal interface 

The interface of gNB-gNB and the interface of eLTE eNB-gNB is the same interface e.g. horizontal interface in New RAN is the same i.e. refereed as Xn interface. TBC for the interface of eLTE eNB – eLTE eNB 

Some general principle of the Xn interface of gNB-gNB, TP in R3-162559 was agreed.

Tight Interworking with LTE

It was agreed the tight interworking with LTE will use the procedures of X2 dual connectivity as a baseline, TP in R3-162060.

RAN logical architecture – RAN internal function split

Option 7 (High PHY – Low PHY) is further split into option 7-1, 7-2 with their benefit description, TP in R3-162062 was agreed.

Option 3 (High RLC - Low RLC) is further split into option 3-1 and 3-2, TP in R3-162051 was agreed.

Justification of option 2 and option 3, TP in R3-162063 was agreed.

The required bitrate and latency with square bracket of each option, TP in R3-162005 was agreed.

Realization of RAN Network Functions

The network function virtualization was discussed and as a first step a requirements is captured in the TR38.801, TP in R3-162078. 

Other

WLAN-NR interworking: 

RAN-CN interface deployment scenario include interwork with WLAN, TP in R3-161995 was agreed. It is identified that RAN3 does not have ToR (Terms of Reference) to discuss interface starting from CN termination in WLAN.

Wireless Relay scenarios:

Further clarification on relay, TP in R3-161997 was agreed

ANR for NR:

Automatic neighbour relation description, TP in R3-161998 was agreed.

4. RAN WG4 progress at RAN4 #80 (August 2016)
For RRM perspective
· Potential issues which RAN4 needs to address were identified. As a result, the outcome was summarized as way forward in R4-166735 where the following aspects are captured.

· Progress in other WG

· Evaluate decisions made in RAN1/2/3 August meeting round and investigate likely impacts to future RAN4 RRM requirements and testing. Topics may include:

· Necessary metric and requirements for beam management measurements

· Necessary metric and requirements for NR mobility types eg Intra-cell mobility, Inter-cell mobility, inter RAT mobility etc

· RRC states for NR

· Measurement gaps for NR

· Impact on RRM requirements from:

· Flexible bandwidth

· Flexibility of subcarrier spacing and multiple numerologies

· Mobility procedures (both UE and BS)

· Antenna configuration, e.g., whether the requirements are the same or different for measurements based on beamforming and omni-directional antennas, and applicability of beamforming related requirements for different frequency ranges.

· DRX and DTX in UE and network

· Impact of NR beamforming techniques, and how to specify generic requirements covering eg analogue, digital, or hybrid beamforming

· Feasibility of band agnostic RRM requirements, e.g. whether generic RRM requirements can be specified for both <6GHz and >6GHz cases 

· Other aspects including studies related to UE capabilities are not precluded

· Investigations on specification structure

· This should take account of scalability eg so that requirements covering eMBB, URLLC, MTC are introduced and a structure is needed such that common RRM requirements and feature-specific RRM requirements can be introduced over the lifetime of NR without compromising the readability of the specification
· Interested companies are invited to investigate suitable specification structures (eg TS skeleton proposals).
· Investigations on NR measurements by taking both power saving and measurement delay into consideration

· Considering both network and UE energy saving and measurement delay
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