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1. 
Introduction

This paper is based on offline discussion with following companies: Qualcomm, CMCC, Ericsson, InterDigital, Kyocera, Mediatek, ZTE, Telecom Italia, Mitsubishi Electric, Nokia Siemens Network, CATT, DAC-UPC, NEC,  Huawei, Fujitsu, Alcatel-Lucent.
It provides the following proposal:

- framework to be used for evaluation of solutions for UL interference scenario.
2. 
Evaluation framework
The overall evaluation is composed of two steps:

· first evaluation made by RAN3 with emphasis on network related aspects;
· performance evaluation performed by RAN1 based on RAN3's request

In more detail, RAN3's evaluation is proposed to use the following criteria:
	Criteria
	Description

	Compatibility with legacy UEs (note 1)
	Is the solution operable in case of legacy UEs? 

	Synchronisation level (note 1)
	Clarify the level of synchronisation required by each solution. 

	X2 specification impact
	High-level impact on functional specification and protocol specification to enable support of eNB interworking.

	Impact on eNB
	Requirements relative to processing capacity, memory, configured information. Implementation impact to enable support of eNB interworking.

	Uu specification impact (note 1)
	Uu interface specification impact and implementation impact as foreseen by RAN3. The solutions shall rely on existing UE features in different releases, with focus on solutions with no physical layer impact.

	Impact on UE performance (note 1)
	Power consumption, performance impact on data and control channels, as evaluated by RAN3. 

	Effectiveness and efficiency of the solution 
	Solution performance as estimated by RAN3. Effectiveness (including accuracy, latency) and efficiency (including signalling overhead) of the interference mitigation. 


Note 1: This criteria also needs evaluation by other groups.
Note: If inconsistency with WI objective beyond the table is identified, it should be clarified.
3. 
Evaluation table
Table structure:
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