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1 Introduction
In RAN1#92~#94 meeting, the link-level simulation (LLS) assumptions, performance metrics and template for collecting LLS results have been agreed [1, 2, 3, 4]. In RAN1#94bis meeting, observations based on LLS results provided by multiple companies in template 1 were discussed and following observations were agreed [5]. 
	Agreements:
· Observation 1: with ideal channel estimation, the LLS results for Case 1 with 12 or 24 UEs show a similar performance for most of curves provided, at target BLER = 0.1, with appropriate configurations.
· Observation 2: with ideal channel estimation, the LLS results for Case 2 with 6 or 12 UEs show a similar performance for most of curves provided for coding rates no more than 0.2, at target BLER = 0.1.
· Observation 2.1: with ideal channel estimation, the LLS results for Case 2 with 6 or 12 UEs show a similar performance for most of curves provided for coding rate ~0.4, at target BLER = 0.1.
· Observation 3: with ideal channel estimation, the LLS results for Case 3 with 6 UEs show a similar performance for most of curves provided with code rate up to 0.4, at target BLER = 0.1, even when different receiver types are used.
· Observation 4: for Case 3 with 10 UEs and ideal channel estimation, 
· the LLS results for simulated schemes with the Chip EPA hybrid PIC or MMSE-hybrid IC receiver or ESE-SISO receiver show a similar performance for most of curves provided with code rate up to 0.4, at target BLER = 0.1. 
· the LLS results for simulated schemes with the MMSE-hard IC receiver show a similar performance for most of curves provided with code rate up to 0.4, at target BLER = 0.1. 
· the LLS results with the Chip EPA hybrid PIC or MMSE-hybrid IC receiver or ESE-SISO receiver show better performance than the results with the MMSE-hard IC receiver.
· Observation 5: for Case 4 with 6 UEs and ideal channel estimation, 
· the LLS results for simulated schemes with the Chip EPA hybrid PIC or MMSE-hybrid IC receiver show a similar performance for most of curves provided with code rate up to 0.6, at target BLER = 0.1. 
· the LLS results for simulated schemes with the MMSE-hard IC receiver or ESE-SISO receiver show a similar performance for most of curves provided with code rate up to 0.6, at target BLER = 0.1. 
· the LLS results with the Chip EPA hybrid PIC or MMSE-hybrid IC receiver show better performance than the results with the MMSE-hard IC receiver or ESE-SISO receiver.
· Observation 6: for Case 5 with 4 UEs and ideal channel estimation, 
· when the code rate is similar, the LLS results for simulated schemes with the Chip EPA hybrid PIC or MMSE-hybrid IC receiver show a similar performance for most of curves provided, at target BLER = 0.1. 
· the LLS results for simulated schemes with the MMSE-hard IC receiver and ESE-SISO receiver show a similar performance for most of curves provided, at target BLER = 0.1. 
· When the code rate is round 0.36, the LLS results with the Chip EPA hybrid PIC or MMSE-hybrid IC receiver show better performance than the results with the MMSE-hard IC receiver or ESE-SISO receiver.
· When the code rate is round 0.71, the LLS results with the Chip EPA hybrid PIC or MMSE-hybrid IC receiver show similar performance to the results with the MMSE-hard IC receiver or ESE-SISO receiver
· Observation 7: for Case 5 with 6 UEs and ideal channel estimation, 
· the LLS results for linear-spreading based schemes (SF>1) with the MMSE-hard IC receiver show a similar performance, at target BLER = 0.1.


In this contribution, based on the agreed assumptions, we provide more link-level simulation results in the agreed templates and more system-level simulation results and discuss the performance gain of GWBE sequences and user grouping (or power assignment).
2 Link-level simulation results
In this section, we provide the LLS results of UGMA, MUSA, SCMA and 1Layer-RSMA. The results of BLER vs. SNR of partial cases in LLS template 1 can be found in the attachment in excel file. 
Two configurations for UGMA are considered in current results provided in the attachment. The first configuration named with “UGMA” uses the same SNR distribution as the agreements, i.e., only GWBE sequences are used. From the results in template 1, we can have following observation.
Observation 1: GWBE sequences achieve similar performance with WBE under small TBS and better performance than WBE under large TBS.
Besides, as clarified in [6], power is also part of the MA signature of UGMA and can be used together with GWBE sequences for further performance enhancement in the case with high requirement of spectral efficiency. Therefore, we also evaluate UGMA with both GWBE sequences and power as MA signatures, which is named with “UGMA2” in template 1. 
To further validate the performance gain of power assignment, we evaluate UGMA, MUSA and SCMA with powers (or user grouping) in Figure 1, Figure 2 and Figure 3, respectively. It can be observed that for high spectral efficiency in Figure 1(b)(d)(f), power or user grouping can achieve very large SNR gain at BLER target 0.1. For medium spectral efficiency in Figure 1(a)(c)(e) and Figure 2 and Figure 3, power can achieve nearly 1dB SNR gain at BLER target 0.1.
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(a) TBS 20bytes, 24UE                                            (b) TBS 40bytes, 16UE
 [image: ] [image: ]
(c) TBS 60bytes, 8 UE                                            (d) TBS 60bytes, 12 UE
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(e) TBS 75bytes, 6 UE                                            (f) TBS 75bytes, 10 UE
Figure 1 Performance of UGMA with and without user grouping
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(a) TBS 60bytes, 8 UE                                            (b) TBS 75bytes, 6 UE
Figure 2 Performance of MUSA with and without user grouping
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(a) TBS 60bytes, 8 UE                                            (b) TBS 75bytes, 6 UE
Figure 3 Performance of SCMA with and without user grouping
Observation 2: User grouping (or power assignment) can enhance the performance of uplink NOMA at least for UGMA, SCMA and MUSA. 
3 System-level simulation results
In this section, we provide the SLS results of UGMA for eMBB configured grant. The evaluation assumption is shown in Table 1 and the evaluation results in shown in Table 1 and Fig. 4. In the simulation, the inter-cell interference is treated as white Gaussian noise and the same time and frequency resources per UE are used for baseline and NOMA.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Table 1. Evaluation assumption and results of system-level simulation for eMBB configured grant
	Carrier frequency
	4GHz, 200m

	Simulation bandwidth
	12 PRBs

	BS antenna number
	4Rx

	BS downtilt
	102

	Number of UEs per cell
	40

	UE power control
	P0=-90 dBm, alpha = 1

	HARQ/repetition
	maximum number of HARQ transmission=8, no repetition

	Channel estimation
	Realistic

	BS advanced receiver
	Baseline: MMSE-PIC
UGMA: MMSE-SIC

	TB size
	85 bytes

	Packet dropping criterion
	8 HARQ transmissions or 1s latency

	MA signature and allocation
	spreading codes of length 2 are used for UGMA

	Details on configured grant, 
e.g. periodicity, offset, and #of UEs assigned on the same resource
	periodicity = 8 ms

	Other assumptions for baseline
	Inter-cell interference is treated as white Gaussian noise

	Other assumptions for NOMA
	Inter-cell interference is treated as white Gaussian noise

	Supported PAR for baseline at PDR=1% (packet/s/cell)
	1000

	Supported PAR for NOMA at PDR=1% (packet/s/cell)
	1200

	Gain (relative to baseline)
	20%



[image: ]
Figure 4 SLS results of NOMA for eMBB configured grant
Observation 3: For eMBB configured grant, about 20% gain can be achieved by UGMA at target PDR 1%.
4 Conclusion
In this contribution, we provided link-level evaluation results for uplink non-orthogonal multiple access based on the agreed evaluation assumptions. The following observations and proposals are obtained:
Observation 1: GWBE sequences achieve similar performance with WBE under small TBS and better performance than WBE under large TBS.
Observation 2: User grouping (or power assignment) can enhance the performance of uplink NOMA at least for UGMA, SCMA and MUSA. 
Observation 3: For eMBB configured grant, about 20% gain can be achieved by UGMA at target PDR 1%.
Proposal 1: GWBE sequences and user grouping should be considered as candidates for uplink NOMA.
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Case 4: mMTC, CP-OFDM, 1T2R, Equal SNR, Fixed, TDL-C 300ns, TBS60bytes, SF=4, 12UE
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Case 4: mMTC, CP-OFDM, 1T2R, Equal SNR, Fixed, TDL-C 300ns, TBS60bytes, SF=4, 12UE
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Case5: mMTC, CP-OFDM, 1T2R, Equal SNR, Fixed, TDL-A 30ns, TBS75bytes, SF=4, 10UE


w/ user grouping (x-2.5, x+2.5)dB, Ideal CE


w/ user grouping (x-2.5, x+2.5)dB, MMSE CE


w/o user grouping (x) dB, Ideal CE
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Case5: mMTC, CP-OFDM, 1T2R, Equal SNR, Fixed, TDL-A 30ns, TBS75bytes, SF=4, 10UE
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Case 2: mMTC, CP-OFDM, 1T2R, Equal SNR, Fixed, TDL-C 300ns, TBS20bytes, SF=4, 24UE
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Case 2: mMTC, CP-OFDM, 1T2R, Equal SNR, Fixed, TDL-C 300ns, TBS20bytes, SF=4, 24UE
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Case 3: mMTC, CP-OFDM, 1T2R, Equal SNR, Fixed, TDL-A 30ns, TBS40bytes, SF=4, 16UE


w/ user grouping (x-2.5, x+2.5)dB, Ideal CE


w/ user grouping (x-2.5, x+2.5)dB, MMSE CE


w/o user grouping (x) dB, Ideal CE


w/o user grouping (x) dB, MMSE CE
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Case 3: mMTC, CP-OFDM, 1T2R, Equal SNR, Fixed, TDL-A 30ns, TBS40bytes, SF=4, 16UE
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