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1   Introduction
In RAN3#89bis meeting the evaluation criteria has been discussed and one TP was agreed [1] with added criterion “feasibility”. However, some of them are still FFS and need further analysis. In this contribution, we would propose the text for those criteria.
2   Discussion

As described in section 5.2 TR 36.898 [2], the criteria are listed as follows:
· Accuracy: Is the solution designed able to fulfill the existing requirements as described in this SI. 

· Added Value: Is the solution designed able to perform better than existing solutions and/or address the problem of synchronization in scenarios where other solutions do not work. [This Evaluation Criteria is FFS]
· Availability: Can the solution work in a stand-alone way, i.e. without the need of other phase synchronization functions

· Triggering of synchronisation updates: Can the solution trigger independent, periodic or event based updates, whenever there is a need for it[This Evaluation Criteria is FFS]
· Synchronisation signal robustness: Is the synchronisation signal adopted robust enough, e.g. subject to reduced interference.
· Impacts on network: Are interfaces going to be modified and how. Is network capacity going to be impacted and how.
· Impacts on eNB: Is the eNB’s complexity going to be impacted and how. 
· Feasibility: [This Evaluation Criteria is FFS]
More discussion for the FFS criteria is given below. 
Added Value:
This criterion is to evaluate what kind of benefit the candidate solution is able to bring. However, the proposed wording “perform better” does not fit into the scope of SI. The purpose of study is to find a low cost synchronous way from network point of view. And it has been stated that the solutions providing a synchronisation accuracy comparable with existing solutions and meeting current requirements should be taken into account, but it is inaccurate to say that better performance is necessary. 

Moreover, it seems ambiguous by using the condition that “where other solutions do not work”. Operator decides whether to deploy existing mechanism or not with consideration of several factors (cost, complexity, and etc), and may choose to use the network based solution. In this case, it does not mean the other solutions do not work. 
Thus we would propose to revise the description to “Is the solution designed able to perform at least equivalent result compared with existing solutions and/or address the problem of synchronization in scenarios where other solutions are not deployed.”
Triggering of synchronisation updates & Feasibility:
We don’t see the strong need to have triggering as an individual criterion. Instead, it is proposed to migrate to a new criterion “Flexibility”, and then it becomes “Feasibility & Flexibility”. The suggested description will be: “Is the solution able to work properly to achieve the network synchronization and be flexible enough to work independently and/or based on existing mechanisms.”
In summary, the proposed updates of criteria are followed:

· Added Value: Is the solution designed able to perform at least equivalent result compared with existing solutions and/or address the problem of synchronization in scenarios where other solutions are not deployed.
...
· Feasibility & Flexibility: Is the solution able to work properly to achiever the network synchronization and be flexible enough to work independently and/or based on existing mechanisms.
Proposal: It is proposed RAN3 to agree the above evaluation criteria and the corresponding TP in [2].

3   Conclusion
Based on the discussion in this paper, we propose to update the criteria for evaluation of network based solutions to meet the existing phase synchronization requirements.
Proposal: It is proposed RAN3 to agree the above evaluation criteria and the corresponding TP in [2].
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