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1 Introduction
After last RAN4 #58 meeting, updated simulation assumptions for relay coexistence study in TR 36.826 were approved through email reflector [1]. But, there still exists some ambiguity, especially in the case of thruwall relay scenario B and D. This contribution provides text proposal to clarify the above ambiguity in the simulation assumptions. 
2 Discussion
Coexistence simulation cases for thruwall RN scenario B and D are defined in Table 6.1-1 of [1]. In this case, there exist some mismatches on Relay Deployment. Section number 6.2.4 of scenario B and D means that there are 5 in-building coverage areas randomly located within the donor cell. On the other hand, relay deployment parameter DR which is equal to 1.5R is only related to RN at cell-edge case in section 6.2.1.
Table 6.1-1 Coexistence simulation cases

	Case
	Aggressors
	Victim Link
	Relay Deployment
	RN antenna configuration
	Propagaion Model
	RN Max Power
	Power control

	B1
	eNB and RN access side
	eNB -> UE
	6.2.4
Case 1
DR=1.5R


	6.4b
Truwall relay
GBH = 15 dBi
	Case 1

with site planning

NLOS
	PAC,max=24 dBm

PBH.max=[24,30] dBm
<Additional uplink simulation cases are FFS for covering both 24 and 30 dBm  >
	N/A



	B2-1
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.3)

	B2-2
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.3)

	B3
	eNB
	eNB -> RN

eNB -> UE
	
	
	
	
	N/A


	B4-1
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.3) 

	B4-2
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.3) 


Also, if we treat scenario B as cell-edge case, we have to change relay deployment parameter DR of 1.5R to a value, i.e. 1.15R or smaller to be positioned within donor cell. In figure 1 and 2, we illustrated the cell layout of in-building coverage for thruwall RN in coexistence case B and D, respectively. While in-building coverage of case D has no problem, coverage for case B is positioned outside of donor cell. Moreover there are overlapping areas between RNs and victim eNBs. In figure 3, in-building coverage with DR of 1.15R is depicted. We can see that there is no overlapping among RNs or between RNs and eNB with reduced in-building coverage. Therefore, we propose as follows :

Proposal 1 : Change relay deployment in case B and D from random positioning in Section 6.2.4 to cell edge case of section 6.2.1.

Proposal 2 : Change of DR from 1.5R to 1.15R for case B.
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Figure 1. Cell layout of Coexistence simulation case B
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Figure 2. Cell layout of Coexistence simulation case D
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Figure 3. Proposed cell layout of Coexistence simulation case B (DR = 1.15R)
3 Conclusion
We propose to take the below TP to update thruwall relay scenario case B in TR36.826.
Reference
[1] R4-111689, “Relay TR 36.826 v0.6.1”, Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Text Proposal
<Start of TP>
· 6.1
Coexistence simulation cases

In this subclause the simulation cases for coexistence studies are outlined.

Systems using relays is different from previously performed coexistence studies in the sense that there are different kinds of nodes that cause interference and that are impacted. In Table 6.1-1 the aggressor links and victim links are listed.

Both the aggressor and the victim networks contain eNB, RN and UE nodes.

Table 6.1-1 Coexistence simulation cases

	Case
	Aggressors
	Victim Link
	Relay Deployment
	RN antenna configuration
	Propagaion Model
	RN Max Power
	Power control

	A1
	eNB and RN access side
	eNB -> UE
	6.2.1

Case 1
DR=1.5R


	6.4b
Outdoor relay
GBH = 15 dBi
	Case 1

with site planning
NLOS


	PAC,max=30 dBm

PBH.max=30 dBm
	N/A



	A2-1
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.1)

	A2-2
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.1)

	A3
	eNB
	eNB -> RN

eNB -> UE
	
	
	
	
	N/A


	A4-1
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1 
(6.6.1)

	A4-2
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2 
(6.6.1)


	Case
	Aggressors
	Victim Link
	Relay Deployment
	RN antenna configuration
	Propagaion Model
	RN Max Power
	Power control

	B1
	eNB and RN access side
	eNB -> UE
	6.2.1
Case 1
DR=1.15R


	6.4b
Thruwall relay
GBH = 15 dBi
	Case 1

with site planning

NLOS
	PAC,max=24 dBm

PBH.max=[24,30] dBm

<Additional uplink simulation cases are FFS for covering both 24 and 30 dBm  >
	N/A



	B2-1
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.3)

	B2-2
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.3)

	B3
	eNB
	eNB -> RN

eNB -> UE
	
	
	
	
	N/A


	B4-1
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.3) 

	B4-2
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.3) 


	Case
	Aggressors
	Victim Link
	Relay Deployment
	RN antenna configuration
	Propagaion Model
	RN Max Power
	Power control

	C1
	eNB and RN access side
	eNB -> UE
	6.2.1

Case 3
DR=1.5R


	6.4b
Outdoor relay
GBH = 15 dBi
	Case 3

with site planning
NLOS


	PAC,max=30 dBm

PBH.max=30 dBm
	N/A



	C2-1
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.1)

	C2-2
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.1)

	C3
	eNB
	eNB -> RN

eNB -> UE
	
	
	
	
	N/A


	C4-1
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.1) 

	C4-2
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.1) 


	Case
	Aggressors
	Victim Link
	Relay Deployment
	RN antenna configuration
	Propagaion Model
	RN Max Power
	Power control

	D1
	eNB and RN access side
	eNB -> UE
	6.2.1
Case 3
DR=1.5R


	6.4b
Thruwall relay
GBH = 15 dBi
	Case 3

with site planning

NLOS
	PAC,max=24 dBm

PBH.max=[24,30] dBm

< Additional uplink simulation cases are FFS for covering both 24 and 30 dBm >
	N/A



	D2-1
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.3)

	D2-2
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.3)

	D3
	eNB
	eNB -> RN

eNB -> UE
	
	
	
	
	N/A


	D4-1
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.3) 

	D4-2
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.3) 


Table 6.1-1 Coexistence simulation cases

	Case
	Aggressors
	Victim Link
	Relay Deployment
	RN antenna configuration
	Propagaion Model
	RN Max Power
	Power control

	E1
	eNB and RN access side
	eNB -> UE
	6.2.2

Case 1



	6.4b
Outdoor relay
GBH = 15 dBi
	Case 1

with site planning
NLOS


	PAC,max=30 dBm

PBH.max=30 dBm
	N/A



	E2-1
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.1)

	E2-2
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.1)

	E3
	eNB
	eNB -> RN

eNB -> UE
	
	
	
	
	N/A


	E4-1
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.1) 

	E4-2
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.1) 


	Case
	Aggressors
	Victim Link
	Relay Deployment
	RN antenna configuration
	Propagaion Model
	RN Max Power
	Power control

	F1
	eNB and RN access side
	eNB -> UE
	6.2.5

Case 1
	6.4b
Thruwall relay
GBH = 15 dBi
	Case 1

with site planning

NLOS
	PAC,max=24 dBm

PBH.max=[24,30] dBm

< Additional uplink simulation cases are FFS for covering both 24 and 30 dBm >
	N/A



	F2-1
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.3)

	F2-2
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.3)

	F3
	eNB
	eNB -> RN

eNB -> UE
	
	
	
	
	N/A


	F4-1
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.3) 

	F4-2
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.3) 


	Case
	Aggressors
	Victim Link
	Relay Deployment
	RN antenna configuration
	Propagaion Model
	RN Max Power
	Power control

	G1
	eNB and RN access side
	eNB -> UE
	6.2.2

Case 3


	6.4b
Outdoor relay
GBH = 15 dBi
	Case 3

with site planning
NLOS


	PAC,max=30 dBm

PBH.max=30 dBm
	N/A



	G2-1
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.1)

	G2-2
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.1)

	G3
	eNB
	eNB -> RN

eNB -> UE
	
	
	
	
	N/A


	G4-1
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.1) 

	G4-2
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.1) 


	Case
	Aggressors
	Victim Link
	Relay Deployment
	RN antenna configuration
	Propagaion Model
	RN Max Power
	Power control

	H1
	eNB and RN access side
	eNB -> UE
	6.2.5

Case 3


	6.4b
Thruwall relay
GBH = 15 dBi
	Case 3

with site planning

NLOS
	PAC,max=24 dBm

PBH.max=[24,30] dBm

< Additional uplink simulation cases are FFS for covering both 24 and 30 dBm >
	N/A



	H2-1
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.3)

	H2-2
	UE and RN backhaul side
	UE -> eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.3)

	H3
	eNB
	eNB -> RN

eNB -> UE
	
	
	
	
	N/A


	H4-1
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC1
(6.6.3) 

	H4-2
	UE
	UE-> RN

UE->eNB
	
	
	
	
	PC2
(6.6.3) 


<End of TP>






