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Introduction
During the RAN4#109 meeting, several discussions agreements were made for most of the debatable points regarding general aspects related to MultiRx Demodulation performance and CSI requirements [1].
The main agreements from RAN4#109 were:
· Only consider separate processing in Rel-18.
· Use ρ=-12dB for all testcases
· Use 1+1 configuration with MCS17 for overlapping cases.
· Use 2+2 configuration with MCS13 for non-overlapping cases.
· Use agreed correlation model from RAN4#107
In this contribution, we provide Nokia’s viewpoint on this topic and discuss the remaining open issues.

Discussion
TxEVM
During the RAN4#109 meeting, there were additional discussions on the relevance of incorporating TxEVM to account for RF impairments in simulations. In fact, the question of introducing such TxEVM measure remains unanswered and further investigation is still needed (see [1]):
	Issue 1-1-8: TxEVM.
· FFS for further study.



Since Rel-15, it is had been a common practice to assume TE TxEVM in impaired simulations, with commonly chosen values given by, for example, 6% at QPSK, 6% at 16QAM, 6% at 64QAM, 3% at 256QAM, and 2.5% at 1024QAM. 
It aims to allow requirements to be tested with any TE that meets or exceeds the TxEVM assumption, as TxEVM results in a SNR dependent degradation and limitation of the effective baseband SNR at the receiver.
Unfortunately, the TE TxEVM assumptions have the indirect effect of limiting the SNR, and therefore MCS, usable during tests by self-imposing a 1dB SNR degradation/relaxation limit when adding TxEVM, even though outside of CA worst case the true TxEVM values are much lower than the assumptions.
Note: The TE TxEVM depends on actual transmit power. The numbers RAN4 uses assume worst case, i.e., CA with full FDRA and no adaptation of noise floor level offset. 
We observe from our simulation results in [2], that the effect of adding a TxEVM measure on the demodulation performance is minimal. At higher levels of crosstalk, there is a slight impact on the results due to the addition of TxEVM. However, when considering the agreed level of crosstalk interference (-12dB) the effect of TxEVM is marginal.
The effect of adding a TxEVM measure to the demodulation performance is negligible for the configurations agreed in previous meetings (MCS13, MCS17, ρ=-12dB, separate-processing only). 
RAN4 to not capture assumptions concerning TE TxEVM for MultiRx requirement definition, as it does not impact performance sufficiently and the realistic TE TxEVM values are unclear in the configuration and resource allocation we have agreed.

[bookmark: _Toc116995848]Conclusion
[bookmark: _Toc116995849]In this contribution, we presented Nokia's viewpoint and observations when evaluating the impact of adding TxEVM measure on general aspects for MultiRx Demodulation performance.

We have the following observations and proposals:
1. The effect of adding a TxEVM measure to the demodulation performance is negligible for the configurations agreed in previous meetings (MCS13, MCS17, ρ=-12dB, separate-processing only). 
1. RAN4 to not capture assumptions concerning TE TxEVM for MultiRx requirement definition, as it does not impact performance sufficiently and the realistic TE TxEVM values are unclear in the configuration and resource allocation we have agreed.
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