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1 Introduction

A WF was approved in RAN4#77 [1] which stated the interfering modelling options to focus on, option 1 and option 3. 
2 Discussion
Option 1 results are re-submitted from [2]. The same assumptions as in [1] has been used.


	Num
	MCS
	Propagation condition (Serving, interferers)
	Antenna configuration
	Comment
	(DIP1, DIP2)
	IRC Sync
70% tp SINR
	IRC Assync Method 1
70% tp SINR
	MMSE Async
70% tp SINR
	Diff IRC sync and IRC assync

	1
	6
	(EVA70, ETU70)
	1x2 Low
	HomNet
	(-1.69, 
-0.50)
	2,37
	3,97
	5,31
	1,60

	2
	6
	(EPA5, ETU5)
	1x2 Low
	HetNet
	(-0.85, 
-0.12)
	3,42
	6,10
	9,51
	2,68

	3
	15
	(EVA70, ETU70)
	1x4 Low
	HomNet
	(-1.69, 
-0.50)
	5,26
	6,72
	9,25
	1,46

	4
	15
	(EPA5, ETU5)
	1x4 Low
	HetNet
	(-0.85, 
-0.12)
	4,56
	7,13
	13,50
	2,57

	5
	20
	(EVA70, ETU70)
	1x8 Low
	HomNet
	(-1.69, 
-0.50)
	6,02
	7,32
	10,00
	1,30

	6
	20
	(EPA5, ETU5)
	1x8 Low
	HetNet
	(-0.85, 
-0.12)
	4,82
	6,55
	14,60
	1,73



Figure 1: Option 1 results


The new results, for this meeting, are developed using the simulation assumptions for option 3. A single DIP profile has been used together with the other assumptions form [1].

	Num
	MCS
	Propagation condition (Serving, interferers)
	Antenna configuration
	Comment
	(DIP1, DIP2)
	IRC Sync
70% tp SINR
	IRC Assync Method 3
70% tp SINR
	MMSE Async
70% tp SINR
	Diff IRC sync and IRC assync

	1
	6
	(EVA70, ETU70)
	1x2 Low
	HomNet
	(-1.11, 
-1.11)
	-3,93 
	-2,64 
	-1,73 
	1,29 

	2
	6
	(EPA5, ETU5)
	1x2 Low
	HetNet
	(-0.43, 
-0.43)
	-7,29 
	-4,48 
	-2,63 
	2,81 

	3
	15
	(EVA70, ETU70)
	1x4 Low
	HomNet
	(-1.11, 
-1.11)
	-0,88 
	0,59 
	2,12 
	1,47 

	4
	15
	(EPA5, ETU5)
	1x4 Low
	HetNet
	(-0.43,
 -0.43)
	-5,59 
	-3,36 
	0,84 
	2,23 

	5
	20
	(EVA70, ETU70)
	1x8 Low
	HomNet
	(-1.11, 
-1.11)
	-0,02 
	1,54 
	2,70 
	1,56 

	6
	20
	(EPA5, ETU5)
	1x8 Low
	HetNet
	(-0.43, 
-0.43)
	-5,32 
	-3,85 
	1,45 
	1,47 



Figure 2: Option 3 results.
The separation in performance between the sync and the assync cases are very similar for option 1 and  option 3.

3 Conclusion


The separation in performance between the sync and the assync IRC cases are very similar for option 1 and  option 3. 
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