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1. Email discussion output on common parameters for UL CoMP evaluation
The intention of the below simulation assumption table is to evaluate the UL CoMP performance with or without a certain spec feature. General assumptions as given by TR36.819 combined with the specific assumptions in the table below.

	Parameter 
	Values 

	Access scheme 
	SC-FDMA (mandatory), Clustered DFT-S-OFDM(optional) 

	CoMP Receiver Type 
	To be clarified by each company if the receiver assumed is different from the definition of TR36.819

	Channel estimation for DMRS & SRS 
	Non-ideal (mandatory) 

Ideal (for calibrations)

	HARQ scheme 
	Should be described by companies

	Scheduling algorithm 
	Should be described by companies

	SRS setting 
	Should be described by companies 

	Power Control 
	Companies to state: alpha value, P0 value, open or close loop, K_s value (Macro and pico may use different values)

α=1.0, P0=-106 for both macro & pico UEs (suggested value for calibration and/or benchmarking) 

	Downlink cell selection (CRE)
	[0, 6] dB (mandatory)     [16] dB (optional)

Note: downlink cell selection decides the PCI used by each UE.

	Reception point/s selection
	To be described by each company as part of CoMP scheme

	Backhaul assumption 
	zero delay 

	CoMP scheme 
	The detailed information (e.g. # of coordinated eNBs, JR or CS etc) should be clarified. 


· Performance metric used for evaluation

· Scenarios 3 and 4: Macro area throughput [ bps/Hz/(1macro+4LPNs) ] 

· Scenarios 3 and 4: Cell edge UE throughput (5th percentile over the macro area)

· Scenarios 3 and 4: Pico cell/RP throughput [ Mbps/LPN ] 

· User throughput CDF

· Companies are encouraged to also provide these additional information 

· Macro cell IoT [ dB ] --- mean and variance of effective IoT (36.814)

· Linear scale 

· Pico cell IoT [ dB ] --- mean and variance of effective IoT 

· Linear scale 

· Macro UE ratio (%) 

