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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 system level simulation results of median DIP and DIP profile for -2.5 dB geometry.
2 Simulation results
System simulation assumption is based on 3GPP case 1 defined in [2] and simulation methodology follows [3]. Conditional median DIP simulation result for -2.5 dB geometry is shown in Table 1. DIP profile simulation results for -2.5 dB geometry are shown in Table 2.
Table 1.  Conditional median DIP of 3GPP Case 1 for Ior1/Ioc = -2.5 dB
	Geometry
	DIP1
	DIP2
	DIP3
	DIP4
	DIP5
	DIP6
	DIP7
	DIP8
	DIP9

	-2.5 dB
	-1.8794
	-8.8670
	-14.0607
	-15.4882
	-17.0977
	-18.0668
	-19.8166
	-21.5416
	-22.8672


Table 2.  DIP profiles of 3GPP Case 1 for Ior1/Ioc = -2.5 dB
	#
	DIP1
	DIP2
	DIP3
	DIP4
	DIP5
	DIP6
	DIP7
	DIP8
	DIP9

	1
	-5.3964 
	-6.7171 
	-9.1766 
	-12.4507 
	-14.2895 
	-15.2720 
	-15.9737 
	-17.0541 
	-17.8596 

	2
	-4.1928 
	-5.7726 
	-11.5142 
	-13.5552 
	-14.9238 
	-16.2959 
	-17.0766 
	-18.3734 
	-19.0421 

	3
	-3.6330 
	-5.4960 
	-12.4703 
	-14.3824 
	-15.9340 
	-16.6770 
	-17.7928 
	-18.9620 
	-19.7670 

	4
	-3.2801 
	-5.2294 
	-13.4665 
	-14.8888 
	-16.6910 
	-17.4936 
	-18.5252 
	-19.2204 
	-20.8105 

	5
	-3.0533 
	-4.8144 
	-14.9026 
	-16.2016 
	-18.3314 
	-19.7467 
	-20.8467 
	-21.7141 
	-22.8608 

	6
	-2.8081 
	-6.4666 
	-12.7537 
	-14.5738 
	-16.2604 
	-17.1906 
	-18.1710 
	-18.8802 
	-19.8593 

	7
	-2.5590 
	-6.9200 
	-13.2119 
	-14.7150 
	-16.5460 
	-17.4604 
	-18.5001 
	-19.2702 
	-20.4580 

	8
	-2.3497 
	-7.3302 
	-13.2931 
	-14.8098 
	-16.6453 
	-17.3204 
	-18.3707 
	-19.3093 
	-20.4062 

	9
	-2.1594 
	-7.7754 
	-13.4280 
	-14.7947 
	-16.9690 
	-17.5701 
	-18.9242 
	-20.0413 
	-21.0091 

	10
	-1.9817 
	-8.2070 
	-13.6362 
	-15.1213 
	-16.9085 
	-17.7289 
	-18.8488 
	-19.9746 
	-21.3104 

	11
	-1.7992 
	-8.7340 
	-13.6585 
	-15.0188 
	-17.0128 
	-17.7490 
	-19.0363 
	-20.3045 
	-21.5005 

	12
	-1.6120 
	-9.5433 
	-13.7267 
	-15.2364 
	-16.9725 
	-18.0671 
	-19.3764 
	-21.2617 
	-22.1164 

	13
	-1.4243 
	-10.0857 
	-13.9970 
	-15.1371 
	-17.1592 
	-17.7798 
	-19.9118 
	-21.9176 
	-23.0342 

	14
	-1.2534 
	-11.0948 
	-14.0786 
	-15.5318 
	-17.0811 
	-17.6664 
	-20.3641 
	-22.5672 
	-23.6713 

	15
	-1.0775 
	-12.0119 
	-14.3061 
	-15.6768 
	-17.0629 
	-17.6320 
	-21.6096 
	-23.5195 
	-24.6301 

	16
	-0.9364 
	-12.7747 
	-14.6385 
	-16.2698 
	-17.2867 
	-18.6903 
	-22.3965 
	-24.3331 
	-25.5976 

	17
	-0.7345 
	-13.0973 
	-15.2101 
	-17.0533 
	-18.7358 
	-22.0067 
	-24.9116 
	-26.2864 
	-27.2778 

	18
	-0.4297 
	-13.7737 
	-16.7716 
	-23.0947 
	-25.3092 
	-26.7820 
	-27.9412 
	-29.1345 
	-30.1518 

	19
	-0.1961 
	-15.7682 
	-21.8235 
	-28.2889 
	-30.0696 
	-31.5082 
	-32.7517 
	-33.7939 
	-34.8624 

	20
	-0.1068 
	-17.1459 
	-29.1209 
	-34.0142 
	-36.3751 
	-37.3978 
	-38.6720 
	-39.3743 
	-40.4626 


3 Conclusion

In this contribution, we provided system level simulation results of median DIP and DIP profiles for -2.5 dB geometry to make progress of advanced receiver study.
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