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[bookmark: _Ref130110545]Introduction
During RAN3#94 the use-case “change in X2 TNL performances” was discussed in [1]. The following notes were captured during the session:
CB: # 89_eCOMPu
-  COMP produce positive when worst interference can be taking account
- remove last part of use ces
- clarify timing aspect 
- use case description

Therefore this contribution proposes a Text Proposal taking into account online discussion.
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----------------------------------------------Start of Changes----------------------------------------------
[bookmark: _GoBack]5.2.1	Use-case description: Change inMonitoring X2 backhaul caracteristicscharacteristics due to load
This use-case is triggered by the CoMP controlling unit (CCU) (centralized case) or involved eNBs (distributed case).
The purpose of this use-case is to maintain maximum average and cell edge User Packet Throughput gain following changes in X2 capacity available for inter-eNB CoMP.
Considering the high level of cooperation and the signalling load between nodes needed for CoMP operation, X2 performances (i.e. X2 latency and X2 bandwidth) have an important impact on CoMP operations. Furthermore these performances are variable in time. For example different X2 transport routes can change the latency. And X2 bandwidth depends on the overall load of the backhaul network, but also on UEs connectivity and traffic (e.g. Dual Connectivity). It needs to be noted that CoMP can achieve the best possible gains only if the worst interferers are taken into consideration when coordinating radio resources. Namely, if interference from such nodes and cells is not addressed, there is a high likelihood that CoMP will result in non-optimal gains (i.e. negative gains compare to the best performances CoMP can afford). This is also the case if the CoMP benefits metrics are received too late (due to transport latency for example). Therefore, when selecting the nodes and cells which need to coordinate resources within a CoMP cluster, the selection shall always be taken first on the basis of how much interference that node is generating to the UEs in need of CoMP coordination.
Note: In this use-case the CoMP cluster modification periodicity is FFS
----------------------------------------------End of Changes----------------------------------------------
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