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1 Introduction
In the last RAN4 meeting in Dresden, there exists concern for DIP profile of -3 dB geometry and RAN4 agreed to replace -2.5 dB geometry instead of -3 dB geometry[1]. In this contribution, we provide updated link level simulation results of scenario 2 for median DIP and DIP profiles.
2 Link-level simulation assumption and results
Link level simulation assumption is based on Scenario 2 of table 7.2-1 in [2]. Any other assumption unspecified in [2] are as in the following:

· All 50 RBs are allocated for PDSCH for all frames (No PSS/SSS/PBCH are used)

· 6 % Tx EVM and realistic channel estimation with CRS symbol
· No Rx impairments and implementation margins are included.

· Realistic noise variance estimation are used.

· For MMSE receiver, wide-band CRS based estimation with alpha-tracker between sub-frames

· For MMSE-IRC receiver, per 1 PRB DM-RS based estimation without any inter sub-frame operation.
· Simulation length : Total 10000 sub-frames
Table 1 shows throughput gains of conditional median DIP for scenario 2.
Table 1.  Throughput gain of median DIP for Scenario 2 (TM6, 4x2 low)
	Median DIP
	MMSE
	MMSE-IRC
	Gain (%)

	G = -2.5 dB
	MCS7
	3831.86 
	4433.13 
	15.69%

	
	MCS8
	3671.59 
	4196.00 
	14.28%

	
	MCS9
	3786.49 
	4185.32 
	10.53%

	G = 0 dB
	MCS10
	5494.05 
	6083.41 
	10.73%

	
	MCS11
	5231.75 
	6003.42 
	14.75%

	
	MCS12
	5201.82 
	5725.51 
	10.07%


Table 2 and Table 3 show throughput gain of -2.5 dB geometry and 0 dB geometry DIP profiles based on [3]

 REF _Ref319746327 \n \h 
[4], respectively.
Table 2.  Throughput gain of -2.5 dB geometry DIP profiles for Scenario 2 (TM6, 4x2 low)
	DIP Profile
(-2.5 dB)
	MCS7
	MCS8
	MCS9

	
	MMSE
	MMSE-IRC
	Gain (%)
	MMSE
	MMSE-IRC
	Gain (%)
	MMSE
	MMSE-IRC
	Gain (%)

	1
	3692.82 
	3689.06 
	-0.10%
	3736.35 
	3683.56 
	-1.41%
	3772.77 
	3868.03 
	2.53%

	2
	3722.25 
	3970.28 
	6.66%
	3663.85 
	3862.35 
	5.42%
	3770.34 
	3937.47 
	4.43%

	3
	3761.09 
	4118.09 
	9.49%
	3625.13 
	4012.99 
	10.70%
	3763.89 
	3998.02 
	6.22%

	4
	3692.19 
	4153.79 
	12.50%
	3718.05 
	3998.91 
	7.55%
	3826.86 
	3987.52 
	4.20%

	5
	3846.89 
	4369.25 
	13.58%
	3689.89 
	4031.29 
	9.25%
	3838.97 
	4111.86 
	7.11%

	6
	3704.72 
	4493.26 
	21.28%
	3625.84 
	4089.01 
	12.77%
	3776.80 
	4043.23 
	7.05%

	7
	3786.77 
	4260.27 
	12.50%
	3694.82 
	4069.30 
	10.14%
	3819.59 
	4089.25 
	7.06%

	8
	3834.99 
	4483.87 
	16.92%
	3784.92 
	4039.74 
	6.73%
	3765.50 
	4153.03 
	10.29%

	9
	3740.42 
	4335.43 
	15.91%
	3677.22 
	4254.43 
	15.70%
	3748.55 
	4105.40 
	9.52%

	10
	3637.07 
	4569.67 
	25.64%
	3728.61 
	4156.59 
	11.48%
	3893.87 
	4051.30 
	4.04%

	11
	3790.52 
	4696.82 
	23.91%
	3777.18 
	4422.66 
	17.09%
	3742.09 
	4184.52 
	11.82%

	12
	3834.37 
	4650.47 
	21.28%
	3658.92 
	4476.16 
	22.34%
	3733.21 
	4300.78 
	15.20%

	13
	3768.60 
	4623.54 
	22.69%
	3785.63 
	4515.58 
	19.28%
	3772.77 
	4208.74 
	11.56%

	14
	3732.90 
	4823.96 
	29.23%
	3656.11 
	4576.12 
	25.16%
	3801.83 
	4283.01 
	12.66%

	15
	3685.93 
	4976.79 
	35.02%
	3675.11 
	4613.42 
	25.53%
	3820.40 
	4306.43 
	12.72%

	16
	3732.28 
	5088.27 
	36.33%
	3758.17 
	4702.82 
	25.14%
	3813.13 
	4400.08 
	15.39%

	17
	3789.27 
	5177.21 
	36.63%
	3749.02 
	4997.76 
	33.31%
	3852.69 
	4439.64 
	15.23%

	18
	3756.70 
	5327.53 
	41.81%
	3751.13 
	4842.19 
	29.09%
	3767.92 
	4551.86 
	20.81%

	19
	3833.74 
	5258.63 
	37.17%
	3676.52 
	4879.50 
	32.72%
	3855.92 
	4603.53 
	19.39%

	20
	3975.29 
	5219.80 
	31.31%
	3817.30 
	4794.33 
	25.59%
	3758.23 
	4641.48 
	23.50%

	Average
	3765.94 
	4614.30 
	22.49%
	3712.49 
	4350.93 
	17.18%
	3794.77 
	4213.26 
	11.04%


Table 3.  Throughput gain of 0 dB geometry DIP profiles for Scenario 2 (TM6, 4x2 low)
	DIP Profile
(0 dB)
	MCS10
	MCS11
	MCS12

	
	MMSE
	MMSE-IRC
	Gain (%)
	MMSE
	MMSE-IRC
	Gain (%)
	MMSE
	MMSE-IRC
	Gain (%)

	1
	5456.91 
	5478.71 
	0.40%
	5243.26 
	4975.12 
	-5.11%
	5108.70 
	5132.73 
	0.47%

	2
	5284.94 
	5360.83 
	1.44%
	5211.40 
	5368.03 
	3.01%
	5110.70 
	5201.82 
	1.78%

	3
	5148.50 
	5724.14 
	11.18%
	5250.34 
	5335.29 
	1.62%
	5257.90 
	5278.92 
	0.40%

	4
	5401.20 
	5970.38 
	10.54%
	5298.12 
	5817.58 
	9.80%
	5164.77 
	5414.10 
	4.83%

	5
	5435.11 
	5847.67 
	7.59%
	5062.73 
	5731.74 
	13.21%
	5043.61 
	5417.10 
	7.41%

	6
	5360.03 
	5841.21 
	8.98%
	5345.02 
	5860.06 
	9.64%
	5171.78 
	5520.24 
	6.74%

	7
	5196.13 
	6056.77 
	16.56%
	5152.99 
	5878.64 
	14.08%
	5238.87 
	5619.37 
	7.26%

	8
	5163.84 
	6292.52 
	21.86%
	5123.79 
	5995.45 
	17.01%
	5164.77 
	5616.37 
	8.74%

	9
	5324.50 
	6458.03 
	21.29%
	5199.89 
	6249.43 
	20.18%
	5228.86 
	5906.75 
	12.96%

	10
	5268.79 
	6637.26 
	25.97%
	5280.42 
	6715.79 
	27.18%
	5248.88 
	6061.95 
	15.49%

	11
	5230.85 
	6609.81 
	26.36%
	5191.93 
	6243.24 
	20.25%
	5123.72 
	5971.83 
	16.55%

	12
	5364.87 
	6195.64 
	15.49%
	5132.64 
	5897.23 
	14.90%
	5279.92 
	5694.47 
	7.85%

	13
	5550.56 
	6494.36 
	17.00%
	5227.33 
	6168.02 
	18.00%
	5181.80 
	5827.64 
	12.46%

	14
	5285.75 
	6519.39 
	23.34%
	5201.66 
	6434.38 
	23.70%
	5227.86 
	6066.96 
	16.05%

	15
	5551.37 
	6556.52 
	18.11%
	5070.69 
	6346.77 
	25.17%
	5271.91 
	6233.18 
	18.23%

	16
	5224.39 
	6775.32 
	29.69%
	5221.13 
	6569.78 
	25.83%
	5179.79 
	6483.50 
	25.17%

	17
	5412.50 
	7017.52 
	29.65%
	5214.05 
	6995.43 
	34.16%
	5094.68 
	6487.51 
	27.34%

	18
	5431.07 
	7200.79 
	32.59%
	5405.20 
	7340.56 
	35.81%
	5269.91 
	6973.15 
	32.32%

	19
	5366.48 
	7367.92 
	37.30%
	5429.09 
	7722.85 
	42.25%
	5387.07 
	7330.61 
	36.08%

	20
	5259.91 
	7311.40 
	39.00%
	5361.84 
	7566.22 
	41.11%
	5254.89 
	7348.64 
	39.84%

	Average
	5335.89 
	6385.81 
	19.72%
	5231.18 
	6260.58 
	19.59%
	5200.52 
	5979.34 
	14.90%


In Figure 1, relative throughput gain of MMSE-IRC receiver compared to the baseline MMSE receiver for Scenario 2 are presented.
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Figure 1.  Relative throughput gain of MMSE-IRC receiver
compared to the baseline MMSE receiver for Scenario 2 (TM9, 4x2 low)
3 Conclusion

In this contribution, we provided link level simulation results with agreed and averaged DIP profiles for scenario 2. From above simulation results, we can see throughput gains of about 10% ~ 16 % at -2.5 dB geometry and about 10 % ~ 14 % at 0 dB geometry in terms of agreed conditional median DIP values and given fixed MCS level. For DIP profiles, we can see average throughput gains of about 11% ~ 22 % at -2.5 dB geometry and about 15 % ~ 20 % at 0 dB geometry in terms of agreed DIP profiles.
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