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1 Introduction
The simulation assumption and test cases for BS IRC link level performance evaluation, phase I were agreed and approved in RAN4 #75 [1]. This contribution summarizes the Ericsson results.
2 Discussion
The summary page of the template agreed in [2] completed with Ericsson results can be found below. 
	Num
	PRB allocation/
bandwidth
	MCS
	Propagation condition (Serving, interferers)
	Antenna config.
	(DIP1, DIP2)
	Ericsson

	
	
	
	
	
	
	MMSE-IRC performance
	MMSE performance
	SINR gain at 70%

	1
	50 PRB/10MHz
	[6]
	(EPA5, EPA5)
	1x2 Low
	(-1.11, -10.91)
	-6,04 
	-3,29 
	2,75 

	2
	50 PRB/10MHz
	[6]
	(EPA5, EPA5)
	1x2 Low
	(-0.43, -13.78)
	-9,14 
	-3,59 
	5,55 

	3
	50 PRB/10MHz
	[15]
	(EPA5, EPA5)
	1x4 Low
	(-1.11, -10.91)
	-4,06 
	0,07 
	4,13 

	4
	50 PRB/10MHz
	[15]
	(EPA5, EPA5)
	1x4 Low
	(-0.43, -13.78)
	-8,04 
	-0,34 
	7,70 

	5
	50 PRB/10MHz
	[20]
	(EPA5, EPA5)
	1x8 Low
	(-1.11, -10.91)
	-3,67 
	0,37 
	4,05 

	6
	50 PRB/10MHz
	[20]
	(EPA5, EPA5)
	1x8 Low
	(-0.43, -13.78)
	-7,88 
	-0,26 
	7,62 

	7
	50 PRB/10MHz
	[6]
	(EVA70, EVA70)
	1x2 Low
	(-1.11, -10.91)
	-4,77 
	-2,04 
	2,72 

	8
	50 PRB/10MHz
	[6]
	(EVA70, EVA70)
	1x2 Low
	(-0.43, -13.78)
	-7,13 
	-2,12 
	5,00 

	9
	50 PRB/10MHz
	[15]
	(EVA70, EVA70)
	1x4 Low
	(-1.11, -10.91)
	-2,28 
	1,67 
	3,96 

	10
	50 PRB/10MHz
	[15]
	(EVA70, EVA70)
	1x4 Low
	(-0.43, -13.78)
	-5,37 
	1,52 
	6,89 

	11
	50 PRB/10MHz
	[20]
	(EVA70, EVA70)
	1x8 Low
	(-1.11, -10.91)
	-1,97 
	2,34 
	4,31 

	12
	50 PRB/10MHz
	[20]
	(EVA70, EVA70)
	1x8 Low
	(-0.43, -13.78)
	-5,64 
	2,18 
	7,81 


Table 1: Summary of throughput gain of MMSE-IRC over MMSE (SINR vs throughput)
Table 1 shows that DIP set 2 has a higher gain than DIP set 1, for all cases. DIP set 2 has a more dominating first interferer. The fact that the gain is lowest for 2 RX and then increasing for configurations with more antennas is to be expected.

The details as per template [2] can be found in the companion excel file which were bundled with this contribution.
3 Conclusion

The results show that DIP set 2 has a higher gain, for all cases. DIP set 2 has a more dominating first interferer. The fact that the gain is lowest for 2 RX and then increasing for configurations with more antennas is to be expected.
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