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1 Introduction

In the previous RAN4 meetings, for demodulation requirements, the remaining issue is only on the interference port selection, captured by [1]:

· Interference port selection: randomized interference port between port{7, 8,13}
· Option 1:  per TTI  per RBG basis
· Option 2: per TTI per RB basis
· Option 3: per TTI basis
· Make final decisions based above options in next RAN4 meeting 

So, in this contribution, we will further discuss this issue. 
2 Discussion 
Firstly, the interference port selection is only used for paired-MU-MIMO UE, for target UE, the whole bandwidth resource allocation would be used.

Then, for Rel.10 MU-MIMO test in TS36.101, Option 3 is used for paired MU-MIMO UE, so it’s straightforward to follow the existed test requirements if RAN4 can’t reach any agreement on the new test procedure.
Observation 1: Option 3: per TTI basis is already used in Rel.10 MU-MIMO demodulation requirements.
Some companies proposed option 1 and option 2 with the test purpose of verifying the UE implementation on blind detection on paired MU-MIMO UE; while actually, RAN4 doesn't discuss this blind detection implementation in this FD-MIMO WI, so it’s not supported by WID to trigger this issue in the last RAN4 meeting. Meanwhile, the Rel.14 MUST WI is currently discussing enhancement implementation of the blind detection and some advanced receiver with the MU-MIMO scenarios, so MUST WI is the target WI to discuss this blind detection issue, if some companies get some concerns.
Observation 2: The test purpose of option 1 and option 2 is not included in Rel.13 FD-MIMO scope, and it's actually the topics in Rel.14 MUST WI.
Considering the DMRS based transmission, the channel estimation is much challenging due to the less reference signal in the frequency domain, so the PRG granularity is assumed to enhance the channel estimation. So, so PRB scheduling is unreasonable in realistic network. 
With respect to the downlink resource allocation, there are three schemes supported type 0,1,2, with look into these three schemes only type 1 could lead to PRB-level MU-MIMO pairing because of the RBG assumptions for type 0 and limited PDCCH capability for 1 PRB allocation. And type-1 is actually some kinds of discrete PRB allocation, and not used for MU-MIMO transmission.

 Observation 3: Option 2: per TTI per RB basis would not exist in realistic network.
So, based on the above analysis, we would like to suggest reusing the legacy test assumptions as option 3: per TTI basis.
Proposal 1: For interference UE, use per TTI basis interference port selection..
3 Conclusion
In this contribution, we discuss the remaining issues for interference modelling and simulation assumptions. Based on our analysis, we propose that:
Observation 1: Option 3: per TTI basis is already used in Rel.10 MU-MIMO demodulation requirements.
Observation 2: The test purpose of option 1 and option 2 is not included in Rel.13 FD-MIMO scope, and it's actually the topics in Rel.14 MUST WI.
Observation 3: Option 2: per TTI per RB basis would not exist in realistic network.
Proposal 1: For interference UE, use per TTI basis interference port selection.
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