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1 Introduction
In RAN1#74, an additional high-rise macro cell scenario for 3D MIMO was discussed and the following has been agreed.
· Agree on the additional high-rise scenario described in slides 3&4 of R1-133916
· The ISD for this new scenario is 300m
· FFS detailed 3D channel modeling aspects for this new scenario
 In this contribution, we share our views on this high-rise macro cell scenario.

2 Discussion
In [2], potential impact on 3D channel modeling has been identified as follows.
· For UEs under 8 floors
· Agreements and WA made in RAN1 for 3DUMa is used as starting point
· For UEs above 8 floors
· LoS probability may be revised from UMa
· Pathloss equation is the same as UMa LoS
· 3D-UMa fast fading parameters used for lower floors will be reused/extended
· Including ESA/ESD/CESA/CESD/median EoA/median EoD
As agreed in RAN1#74, there are two types of buildings in this new scenario, low buildings with maximum number of floors ranging from 4 to 8, and high buildings with maximum number of floors ranging from 20 to 30.  It is unclear how these two types of buildings are distributed in a cell.  
2.1	UE Dropping
In 3D-UMa and 3D-UMi scenarios, both the dimension and the location of a building is not explicitly specified.  This simplified approach is appropriate for scenarios with buildings with “homogeneous” heights.  As agreed in RAN1#74, however, there are two types of buildings in the high-rise scenario where a higher building with 20 to 30 floors is surrounded by many lower buildings with 4 to 6 floors.  In such scenario, if we follow the same approach to drop indoor UEs, we may get a layout of indoor UEs like that shown in Figure 1.  Clearly, it is quite far from our expectation as shown in Figure 2.  Hence, it seems that explicit modeling of both the dimension of and the location of the high building is needed in order to build up the high rise scenario as described in [2].
Observation 1: Explicit modeling of the dimension and location of high buildings is needed for high rise scenario.
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Figure 1:  An example of the layout of UEs with current UE dropping method.
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Figure 2:  An example of the expected layout of UEs in high rise scenario.

2.2	Channel Modeling for UEs under 8 Floors
Due to the mixture of both high- and low buildings, the LOS between the eNB and a UE below 8 floors may be blocked by a high building.  Hence, there’s a risk with directly reusing the LOS probability of a UE below 8 floors in current 3D-UMa/-UMi.  Furthermore, the path loss model may also need to be revisited.  The existence of high buildings may impact the distribution of shadow fading for these lower UEs, so the shadow fading model might not be reusable either.
If only one or a few high buildings are dropped in each cell, the high rise scenario tends to be a so-called bad urban macro-cell scenario which is “with buildings with distinctly inhomogeneous heights or densities, and results to a clearly dispersive propagation environment in delay and angular domain” [3].  As reported in [3], longer delays are observed from field measurement in such scenario.  The small-scale fading model needs to capture this phenomenon accordingly.
Observation 1: Both large-scale fading models (the LOS probability, path loss model, and the shadow fading model, etc.) and small-scale fading model for UEs under 8 floors in high rise scenario need to be revisited.
2.3	Channel Modeling for UEs above 8 Floors
As shown in Figure 3, if several high buildings are dropped in each cell, the LOS propagation from the eNB to a UE above 8 floors may be obstacle by the high buildings sitting in between the eNB and the building where the UE is located.  Hence, the path loss model for UEs above 8 floors may not be as same as UMa LOS.  
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Figure 3: LOS may be obstacle by other high buildings.
Besides the path loss model, the distribution of shadow fading may also be different from that in 3D-UMa/3D-UMi scenarios.  Since very limited study on the UE height dependent shadow fading has yet been reported, further study based on field measurement or ray tracing may be needed to build up a realistic model.
Observation 2: The path loss model for UEs above 8 floors depends on the distribution of high buildings.
Observation 3: The UE height dependent shadowing needs further study.

3 Conclusion
In summary, we share our views on potential impacts on 3D channel modeling for high rise scenario.  Our main observations are as follows.
Observation 1: Explicit modeling of the dimension and location of high buildings is needed for high rise scenario.
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Observation 2: Both large-scale fading models (the LOS probability, path loss model, and the shadow fading model, etc.) and small-scale fading model for UEs under 8 floors in high rise scenario need to be revisited.
Observation 3: The path loss model for UEs above 8 floors depends on the distribution of high buildings.
Observation 4: The UE height dependent shadowing needs further study.
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