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1 Limitation on RRH beam direction  
Agreement: 
· The necessity of introducing limits on RRH beam direction:
· The value of Ds_offset implicitly limit the RRH beam direction, so there is no need to introduce additional restriction on RRH beam’s possible range of angle on azimuthal plane.

2 Further conclusion on Scenario-A  
Note: The following agreement has been achieved in GTW Aug 19th, captured in Chairman Notes already. Captured here for information purpose. 
Agreement (GTW Aug 19th):
No dedicated performance RAN4 requirements will be specified for Bi-directional deployment for Scenario A by assuming the requirements will be specified under uni-directional deployment which pending on further confirmation in RRM session for the feasibility of uni-directional deployment.
Capture relevant information for the analysis of all possible deployment and schemes into TR, and some comparison analysis can be also included. 

3 Further conclusion on Scenario-B  
Note: The following agreement has been achieved in GTW Aug 19th, captured in Chairman Notes already. Captured here for information purpose. 
Agreement (GTW Aug 19th):
Introducing performance requirements for both uni-directional and bi-directional deployment in scenario B which pending on further discussion on following aspect:
-The test applicable rules can be further discussed and introduced if needed
- FFS whether single test case cover both uni-directional and bi-directional deployment
- BS declaration for applicable test cases can be further discussed 
-Test feasibility for bi-directional deployment under performance test cases 
-Performance comparision among uni-directional and bi-directional deployment 

4 General for Channel model for demodulation requirement  
Issue 2-0-1: The factor needed to be considered for channel model
[Background] Candidate options:
· Option 1: Ds_offset, Doppler and delay.
· Option 2: Ds_offset, Doppler.
Note: The following agreement has been achieved in GTW Aug 24th, captured in Chairman Notes already. Captured here for information purpose. 
Agreement (GTW Aug 24th):
For UL PUSCH demod test cases, no delay modelling needed.
For UL TA adjustment demod test cases, further discuss delay modelling
For DL PDSCH demod test cases, FFS whether delay jump need to be considered in channel modelling pending on the further decision on RRM session


5 Channel model for Uni-directional RRH deployment  
Issue 2-1-1: Ds_offset value for uni-directional
[Background] Candidate options for Ds_offset:
· Option-1: Ds_offset = 0 for the Doppler shift worst case for UE performance evaluation.
· Option-2: Follow deployment scenario study outcome for a typical value chosen: 
· Scenario-A: Ds_offset = 50m
· Scenario-B: Ds_offset = [100, or 200] m

Note: The following agreement has been achieved in GTW Aug 24th, captured in Chairman Notes already. Captured here for information purpose. 
Agreement (GTW Aug 24th):
Scenario-A: Ds_offset = 10m
Scenario-B: Ds_offset =100m 
Note: The values are derived from worst cases based on the analysis of deployment scenario and used for demodulation requirement definition purpose. 



Issue 2-1-2: Starting point of t=0 for uni-directional
Agreement (achieved in this WF): 
· Add the following condition into FR2 HST demodulation simulation assumption: 
· At least one Doppler shift jump region needs to be covered by simulation. 


6 Channel model for Bi-directional RRH deployment  
Agreement (achieved in this WF): 
· Channel modeling for FR2 HST bi-directional deployment 
Option 2(a): To match Bi-directional deployment Scheme-1: UE connect to 2nd-nearest RRH.
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Note: The following agreement has been achieved in GTW Aug 24th, captured in Chairman Notes already. Captured here for information purpose. 
Agreement (achieved in this WF): 
Companies are encouraged to draw conclusion in this meeting for RAN4 demodulation aspect.
All feasible transmission schemes with assioated channel modelling can be included into TR.

The baseline assumption was to consider option 2a for demodulation if introducing test cases pending on further checking by Nov 2021 RAN4 meeting.
-Note: From frequency jump performance verification aspect, option 2a is more simple option.
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