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1. Introduction

In the recent several meetings, the necessity of demodulation requirement for Carrier Aggregation power imbalance case was discussed. In the last meeting, it was agreed to introduce this requirement, and CR was agreed [1]. In this contribution, we show our simulation results to decide TBD value in the CR. 

2. Simulation assumptions

Simulation assumptions for this contribution are shown in Tables 1 to 4. We assume the same conditions described in [4]. 
Table 1 Simulation assumptions for FDD power imbalance test

	Parameter
	Unit
	Value

	Bandwidth class
	MHz
	2x20, Class C

	Transmission mode
	
	1

	Antenna configuration
	
	1x2 low

	Propagation condition
	
	Static propagation condition (Note1)

	CodeBookSubsetRestriction bitmap
	
	n/a

	Downlink power allocation
	[image: image1.wmf]A

r


	dB
	0

	
	[image: image2.wmf]B

r


	dB
	0

	
[image: image3.wmf]PCell

s

E

_

ˆ

at antenna port of PCell
	dBm/15kHz
	-85

	
[image: image4.wmf]SCell

s

E

_

ˆ

at antenna port of Scell
	dBm/15kHz
	-79

	Symbols for unused PRBs of PCell
	
	OCNG

	Cyclic prefix
	
	Normal

	Number of HARQ process
	Process
	8

	Maximum number of HARQ
	
	4

	Redundancy version coding sequence
	
	{0,0,1,2} for 64QAM

	Number of OFDM symbols for PDCCH
	OFDM symbols
	2

	UE category
	
	5-8

	Measurement channel for PCell
	
	[R.xx FDD]

	Measurement channel for SCell
	
	[OCNG] (FDD Pattern is FFS Note 3)

	Test Metric
	
	Relative Throughput ([TBD])

	Note 1:
No external noise sources are applied
Note 2:   Unless stated otherwise, all the parameters applies for both PCell and SCell

Note 3:   The certain OCNG pattern is used to fill the SCell control channel and PDSCH. 


Table 2 Simulation assumptions for TDD power imbalance test

	Parameter
	Unit
	Value

	Uplink downlink configuration
	
	[1]

	Special subframe configuration
	
	4

	Bandwidth class
	MHz
	2x20, Class C

	Transmission mode
	
	1

	Antenna configuration
	
	1x2 low

	Propagation condition
	
	Static propagation condition (Note1)

	CodeBookSubsetRestriction bitmap
	
	n/a

	Downlink power allocation
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	Symbols for unused PRBs of PCell
	
	OCNG 

	Cyclic prefix
	
	Normal

	Number of HARQ process
	Process
	[7]

	Maximum number of HARQ
	
	4

	Redundancy version coding sequence
	
	{0,0,1,2} for 64QAM

	Number of OFDM symbols for PDCCH
	OFDM symbols
	2

	UE category
	
	5-8

	Measurement channel for PCell
	
	[R.yy TDD]

	Measurement channel for SCell
	
	[OCNG] (TDD Pattern is FFS Note 3)

	Test Metric
	
	Relative Throughput ([TBD])

	Note 1:
No external noise sources are applied
Note 2:   Unless stated otherwise, all the parameters applies for both PCell and SCell

Note 3:   The certain OCNG pattern is used to fill the SCell control channel and PDSCH. And the OCNG pattern is used only for downlink subframes.


Table 3 Fixed Reference Channel for CA PDSCH performance with power imbalance (FDD)
	Parameter
	Unit
	Value

	Reference channel
	
	
	
	R.xx FDD
	
	

	Channel bandwidth
	MHz
	
	
	20
	
	

	Allocated resource blocks
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Allocated subframes per Radio Frame
	
	
	
	10
	
	

	Modulation
	
	
	
	64QAM
	
	

	Coding Rate
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 1,2,3,4,6,7,8,9,
	
	
	
	0.91
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 5
	
	
	
	0.90
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 0
	
	
	
	0.79
	
	

	Information Bit Payload
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  For Sub-Frames 1,2,3,4,6,7,8,9
	Bits
	
	
	75376
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 5
	Bits
	
	
	n/a
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 0
	Bits
	
	
	63776
	
	

	Number of Code Blocks per Sub-Frame
(Note 3)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  For Sub-Frames 1,2,3,4,6,7,8,9
	Bits
	
	
	13
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 5
	Bits
	
	
	12
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 0
	Bits
	
	
	11
	
	

	Binary Channel Bits Per Sub-Frame
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  For Sub-Frames 1,2,3,4,6,7,8,9
	Bits
	
	
	82800
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 5
	Bits
	
	
	n/a
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 0
	Bits
	
	
	80280
	
	

	Max. Throughput averaged over 1 frame
	Mbps
	
	
	66.678
	
	

	UE Category
	
	
	
	5-8
	
	

	Note 1:
2 symbol allocated to PDCCH for all tests
Note 2:
Reference signal, synchronization signals and PBCH allocated as per TS 36.211 [4]


Table 4 Fixed Reference Channel for CA PDSCH performance with power imbalance (TDD)
	Parameter
	Unit
	Value

	Reference channel
	
	
	
	R.yyTDD
	
	

	Channel bandwidth
	MHz
	
	
	20
	
	

	Uplink-Downlink Configuration (Note 3)
	
	
	
	1
	
	

	Allocated subframes per Radio Frame (D+S)
	
	
	
	4+2
	
	

	Modulation
	
	
	
	64QAM
	
	

	Target Coding Rate
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  For Sub-Frames 4,9
	
	
	
	0.91
	
	

	  For Sub-Frames 1,6
	
	
	
	0.81
	
	

	  For Sub-Frames 5
	
	
	
	n/a
	
	

	  For Sub-Frames 0
	
	
	
	0.79
	
	

	Information Bit Payload
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  For Sub-Frames 4,9
	Bits
	
	
	75376
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 1,6
	Bits
	
	
	55056
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 5
	Bits
	
	
	n/a
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 0
	Bits
	
	
	63776
	
	

	Number of Code Blocks per Sub-Frame
(Note 4)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  For Sub-Frames 4,9
	
	
	
	13
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 1,6
	
	
	
	9
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 5
	
	
	
	n/a
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 0
	
	
	
	11
	
	

	Binary Channel Bits Per Sub-Frame
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  For Sub-Frames 4,9 
	Bits
	
	
	82800
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 1,6
	Bits
	
	
	67968
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 5
	Bits
	
	
	n/a
	
	

	  For Sub-Frame 0
	Bits
	
	
	80712
	
	

	Max. Throughput averaged over 1 frame
	Mbps
	
	
	32.464
	
	

	UE Category
	
	
	
	5-8
	
	

	Note 1:
2 symbol allocated to PDCCH for all tests
Note 2:
Reference signal, synchronization signals and PBCH allocated as per TS 36.211 [4]
Note 3:
As per Table 4.2-2 in TS 36.211 [4]


3. Simulation results
Simulation results for power imbalance case are shown in Figure 1 and 2 for FDD and TDD respectively. It is note that for TDD results, there is flat region at around 15dB to 17dB. In this region, about 78% throughput is achieved. This is because data at sub-frame 0, 1 and 6 can be decoded successfully without retransmission due to the lower coding rate, but for sub-frame 4 and 9, 1 retransmission is needed due to the higher coding rate. So within 10 sub-frames, 8 sub-frame data are decoded successfully. Because the transport block size for Sub-frame 0, 1 and 6 are less than that for sub-frame 4 and 9, total throughput become a little bit less than 80%. For FDD, similar analysis can be applied, but there is only 1 sub-frame out of 10 sub-frames whose coding rate is lower than the average, so the effect to the simulation results is small.
For power imbalance test cases, current assumption is that no noise input is given to the test like sustained data test cases. It is also assumed that 6dB lower received power than the adjacent carrier and -25dB Rx image rejection ratio. Therefore what we should look at is SNR = 19dB point throughput. For FDD case, 70% throughput can be applied like many other test cases, since there is a little more than 1 dB margins are existed. For TDD case, if we take 70% throughput, it is much easier than FDD cases because of the effect explained above. We therefore propose 80% throughput for TDD requirements. In this case, margin to the requirement is almost the same as FDD case.
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Figure 1  Simulation results for FDD power imbalance case evaluation
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Figure 2  Simulation results for TDD power imbalance case evaluation

4. Conclusion

Simulation results for Carrier Aggregation demodulation performance with power imbalance have been presented. With these simulation results, we propose that 70% of the maximum throughput for FDD and 80% of the maximum throughput for TDD should be the requirement criteria assuming the test parameters described in [1]. 
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