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1.	Introduction
In RAN4#102e meeting, the updated working procedure for TRP TRS Performance Test Campaign was approved in R4-2207317 [1] and there is still open issue about the percentile value for the output CDF of performance test campaign:.
5. Specify TRP TRS requirements:
a. Minimum number of devices for defining requirements for each band, each device size, each power class (requirement will not be specified if measurement results is less than): 50 
b. Performance part of the work will proceed in a contribution-driven manner. Start with one type of device width requirement which is most efficient to collect enough results in Rel-17.
c. Method of limits derivation: per-band Data driven approach
d. The value at [TBD] percentile of the CDF curve could be selected as the starting point for minimum requirement discussion
· FFS additional relaxation on top of this value


In this contribution, we discuss how to choose a reasonable percentile value and propose that the value at 95%-tile as the starting point for minimum requirement discussion.
2. 	Discussion
A CDF percentile value around 85% was once used for reference when deriving OTA requirements in the past. However, it was not always successful. Especially nowadays, this level of percentile value is not very practical.
In the initial stage of mobile industry from no OTA requirements to having OTA requirements, a value around 85% is indeed an appropriate value for defining requirements. But now OTA performance has be emphasized for decades and commercial devices nowadays are well developed on antenna design to meet OTA requirements of local standards and/or operators’. 
Observation 1:	most commercial UEs for performance test campaign are already the ones passed OTA requirements of local standards and/or operators’.	
On the other hand, in the past there were plenty of various form factors and some special form factors are not friendly for antenna design and consequently contribute more bad data into the CDF curve. Now the form factors of mobile devices are much less than before and most commercial mobile phones are bar type. So now the situation is that there is few “bad UE” which could be reflected in the CDF curve, hence around 85% percentile value is too stringent for now.
Observation 2:	there are not versatile form factors for nowadays mobile phones, and consequently the performance campaign data pool will lack of worse performance data contributed by various form factors.
So it is necessary to choose a reasonable percentile value which matches with current industry status. A scientific way to determine the percentile value is based on the statistic parameter of normal distribution. Assume the OTA performance of commercial UEs are of normal distribution, the confidence level of 95% corresponding to 3 standard deviation are usually adopted as a threshold to determine minimum requirements, e.g. the RSRP measurement accuracy requirement in RRM specification.
Observation 3:	the confidence level of 95% corresponding to 3 standard deviation are usually adopted as a threshold to determine minimum requirements.
For the OTA minimum requirements based on performance test campaign with commercial UEs, it is also reasonable to adopt the 95% confidence level, i.e., 95%-tile in the CDF curve.
Based on above discussion, we propose that the value at 95%-tile of the CDF curve from performance test campaign as the starting point for minimum requirement discussion
Proposal 1:	The value at 95%-tile of the CDF curve from performance test campaign as the starting point for minimum requirement discussion.
3. 	Conclusion
Observation 1:	most commercial UEs for performance test campaign are already the ones passed OTA requirements of local standards and/or operators’.	
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