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1. Introduction
Last RAN4#80 meeting held in Gothenburg, Sweden, further Way Froward [1] on LAA Multi-node testing was agreed, which capture some baseline agreements on configuration and test procedure for Multi-node tests. In the accompanying contribution [3] we provide our further considerations and proposal for throughput test. 
Some of details discussed in [3] are more general and are applicable for all types of multi-node test, so also for channel access priority test, some other are related strictly to throughput test.
In this contribution, we discuss details for channel access priority for multi-node test. 
2. Discussion
In this section, we discuss details for channel access priority for multi-node tests. 
In [3] we discussed Wi-Fi and LAA devices for test, interfering signal level for test, […..], which are related to general issues for multi-node tests. Agreed during RAN#79 meeting Way Forward on LAA coexistence testing [2] include agreement that VoIP traffic outage for Priority class 1 would be metrics for channel access priority test. It is also agreed in [2] that tests should only be performed for channel priority class capabilities that are declared by the LAA node.
Table 1 presents type of scenarios and type of tests, which should be used for multi-node tests. These types of scenarios and tests are the same as are proposed in [3] for throughput test.
Table 1. Type of scenarios and tests for multi-node test
	Type of scenario
	Type of test
	Victim link
	Interfering link

	LAA to Wi-Fi
	Baseline
	Wi-Fi AP with Wi-Fi STA
	Wi-Fi AP with Wi-Fi STA

	
	Coexistence
	Wi-Fi AP with Wi-Fi STA
	LAA BS with LAA UE

	Wi-Fi to LAA
	Baseline
	LAA BS with LAA UE
	LAA BS with LAA UE

	
	Coexistence
	LAA BS with LAA UE
	Wi-Fi AP with Wi-Fi STA




As was describe in section 2.1 of [3], Wi-Fi and LAA devices should be choose for tests from the market as follows:
· Several (e.g.5) Wi-Fi devices should be choose from available on the market, from different vendors.
· LAA UE commercial device should be choose from the real market. LAA UE must fulfill 3GPP specification requirements.
For each scenario and type test, CDFs for would be performed for packet delay, and for lost packets.
Proposal 1: For channel access priority class test it is propose to use following metrics: packets delay and lost packets. 
Based on these CDF results, it is possible to derive pass or fail criteria. Then for baseline type test is DELBL and DELCOEX for coexistence type test. Pass criterion can be as follow:
· DELCOEX ≤ [TBD1 %] of DELBL 
Above percentage [TBD1 %] of baseline delay can be further discuss. We propose to use 95% of baseline packets delay as a condition to pass the test.
For lost packets baseline metrics is LPBL and for coexisting LPCOEX. Pass criterion can be as follow:
· LPCOEX ≤ [TBD2 %] of LPBL 
Lost packet percentage [TBD2 %] of baseline delay can be further discuss. We propose to use 95% of baseline delay degradation as a condition to pass the test.

Proposal 2: It is proposed to use following criterion for packets delays:  DELCOEX ≤ [TBD1 %] of DELBL 
Proposal 3: RAN4 should consider 95% of baseline packets delay as a metric to pass the test.
Proposal 4: It is proposed to use following criterion for lost packets:  LPCOEX ≤ [TBD2 %] of LPBL 
Proposal 5: RAN4 should consider 95% of baseline packets delay as a metric to pass the test.


3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed channel access priority class test. We have made following proposals:

Proposal 1: For channel access priority class test it is propose to use following metrics: packets delay and lost packets. 
Proposal 2: It is proposed to use following criterion for packets delays:  DELCOEX ≤ [TBD1 %] of DELBL 
Proposal 3: RAN4 should consider 95% of baseline packets delay as a metric to pass the test.
Proposal 4: It is proposed to use following criterion for lost packets:  LPCOEX ≤ [TBD2 %] of LPBL 
Proposal 5: RAN4 should consider 95% of baseline packets delay as a metric to pass the test.
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