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Introduction
The relay evaluation methodology section which was included in the 16m EMD in session 57, does not contain a complete specification of scheduling support. This contribution proposes text to complete the scheduling section.
Text Proposal
[Modify text in section 14.7 of the 16m EMD document as indicated below:]
14.7 Scheduling

The generic proportional fair scheduler specified appendix F is used for allocation of the resources. The number of active users and partitions is may need to be adjusted to better model the interactions between the BS and RSs. Distributed and centralized scheduling models are should be defined. The details of scheduling are left for further study. 
[Insert the following text at the end of section 14.7 of the 16m EMD:]
14.7.1 Frame partitioning

The number of partitions and active users should be increased for the case of relay (above the 5 partitions and 10 users used for the baseline case),  The number of partitions and users may depend on the number of relays used within a sector. Proponents should specify the number of partitions and active users along with the partition size and downlink control overhead that is assumed in the simulation. 

In order to make comparison of results easier, the following numbers of partitions and users are suggested for the following number of RSs per sector. Proponents are encouraged to use these values, but proponents may choose to use different numbers.

· 2 RSs per sector: 10 partitions and 20 active users

· More than 2 RSs per sector: 20 partitions and 40 active users

14.7.2 Distributed scheduling
When distributed scheduling is used, the DL or UL access zones are partitioned into sub-zones which are assigned to the BS and RSs. Sub-zones may overlap, allowing simultaneous transmissions to/from BS and the RSs using the same resources.
MSs associated with the BS are scheduled by the BS within the sub-zone assigned to the BS transmissions. MSs associated with each RS are scheduled by that RS within the sub-zone assigned to that RS. Scheduling of the subscribers associated with the BS and each of the RSs is performed independently by independant scheduler instances.
The size of the sub-zones should remain constant for the duration each simulation run. Proponents should specify the size of the sub-zones and the amount of overlap between sub-zones assigned to the BS and RSs. 
14.7.3 Centralized scheduling

When centralized scheduling is used, the resources in the entire DL and UL access zones of the BS and RSs within the sector are scheduled by the BS scheduler. The BS scheduling algorithm allocates resources on a per-frame basis to the MSs taken from the common pool in each sector. It is assumed that the scheduling algorithm realized at the BS has access to channel state information (CSI) for each MS. The CSI should be delayed by a few frames to indicate the frame exchange delay. Proponents should specify the delay that was used in their simulation. Extra scheduling margin should be used to accommodate the CSI delay. A value of 2dB should be used for simulations of 2 hop topologies. For topologies with 3 or more hops, proponents should specify the margin (in dB) which was used in their simulations.
14.7.4 Relay HARQ 

HARQ transmissions are scheduled in the same way as usual packet transmissions. The route for the HARQ retransmissions is determined by the scheduler (either distributed or centralized). 
For distributed scheduling, delays for HARQ retransmissions and acknowledgements for relay HARQ should be the same as for conventional HARQ schemes retransmissions. 
For centralized scheduling, delays should be increased in accordance to the number of hops between the BS and MS, since decision about HARQ retransmission is performed at the BS side.
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