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1	Introduction
An WF [1] has been approved to capture all the agreements achieved during last RAN4 meeting for CRS-IM. However, there are still some open issues left for further discussion. 
In this contribution, we shared our views on these following issues:
· Interference power level
· PDSCH loading level for interfering cell
· LTE CRS port number
In the end, we gave our proposals according to our discussion. 
2	Discussion
In this section, we would like to share proposed test set-up for phase II defining requirements.
Interference power level
There is a remaining issue on whether to introduce additional INR value in phase II:
	Interference power level
· Option 1: Add one of the combinations below that achieves about 1dB performance gain over the reference scheme
· Loading 30 %, INR 1 = 9.69 dB, INR 2 = 3.7 dB
· Loading 40 %, INR 1 = 8.79 dB, INR 2 = 2.7 dB
· Loading 50 %, INR 1 = 8.36 dB, INR 2 = 1.7 dB
· [bookmark: _Hlk95756196]Option 2: Only consider INR1 = 10.45 dB and INR2 = 4.6 dB 
· Option 3: Only consider INR1 = 10.45 dB and INR2 = 4.6 dB in case of 20% interference PDSCH loading 
· Option 4: 30% PDSCH loading and INR 1 = 9.69 dB, INR 2 = 3.7 dB for Scenario 1 and 20% interference PDSCH loading and INR1 = 10.45 dB and INR2 = 4.6 dB for Scenario 2



We doubt the necessity of adding smaller INR values. One reason is that smaller INR value have not been widely evaluated by companies in phase I. 
We agree that under this simulation assumption, the UE will always turn on the CRS-IM. But in reality, it is reasonable to doubt that the UE will do it this way. Perhaps the UE will only turn on the CRS-IM when the INR value goes high (of course that when to turn on the CRS-IM depends on UE implementation). 
Besides, how much is the benefit for doing CRS-IM over the condition of smaller INR? How much is the trade-off between having benefit and the UE complexity of doing IM over the condition of smaller INR? If INR value is rather small, then maybe it is not needed to turn on CRS-IM. In this case, we propose to simply reuse the agreed INR value from phase I and do not include other INR values in phase II. 
Proposal 1: Option 2: Only consider INR1 = 10.45dB and INR2 = 4.6dB.
PDSCH loading level for interfering cell
During the phase I study, companies have investigated several different configurations for PDSCH loading level for interfering cell (one dominant cell). Following options are proposed in the last meeting:
	PDSCH loading level
· Option 1: Add one of the combinations below that achieves about 1dB performance gain over the reference scheme
· Loading 30 %, INR 1 = 9.69 dB, INR 2 = 3.7 dB
· Loading 40 %, INR 1 = 8.79 dB, INR 2 = 2.7 dB
· Loading 50 %, INR 1 = 8.36 dB, INR 2 = 1.7 dB
· Option 2: Only consider 20% PDSCH loading level
· Option 3: Consider 30% interference PDSCH loading for Scenario 1 and 20% interference PDSCH loading for Scenario 2
· Option 4: Also include 80% loading
· Option 5: Further check 30% loading level
· Option 6: Either 30% or 20%



It should be noted that LLR weighting is only valid for transmissions without data. In this case, we expect that higher loading will result in limited performance gain. 
In this case, we propose to select 20% PDSCH loading level as we have evaluated in phase I. 
Proposal 2: Option 2: Not to consider other interference loading level
LTE CRS port number
In last meeting, there are following options on choosing the number of LTE CRS port:
	Tx antenna and LTE CRS port number
· Option 1: Only cover 4 CRS ports
· Option 2: Cover 2 and 4 for CRS ports
· Option 2A: Consider 2 CRS ports for Scenario 1 and 4 CRS ports for Scenario 2
· Option 2B: Use different CRS port number in the tests with different INR levels
· Option 3: Only cover 2 CRS ports



We propose to reuse phase I evaluation assumption to only cover 4 LTE CRS port.
Proposal 3: Only cover 4 LTE CRS ports for defining requirements 
3	Summary
In this contribution, we share our views on the remaining issues of test set-up for phase II defining requirements. Detailed simulation assumption is provided in the Annex. 
Here we summarize our proposals as follows:
Proposal 1: Option 2: Only consider INR1 = 10.45dB and INR2 = 4.6dB.
Proposal 2: Option 2: Not to consider other interference loading level
Proposal 3: Only cover 4 LTE CRS ports for defining requirements
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