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Discussion and Decision
1 Introduction 
RAN4 has spent many meetings on AAS and thus far the progress has been slow. Discussion topics have been repetitive with similar arguments for and against. In this contribution, we provide our views and propose some steps to progress the work. 

2 Discussion

Lately, there have discussions on whether there need to be technical justifications of the relevance of proposed radiated requirements to deployment planning or related considerations. This was the direction of some discussions towards the end of the previous meeting although it was not formally approved.

Alternatively views have it that the importance of radiated requirements should not be question anymore radiated core RF requirements enable operators to predict the transmit power and receive sensitivity in their network deployment planning.   

In our view, the justification is meant to establish the importance or why it is needed and necessary to create these new requirements. Therefore, the argument seems circular in our view. So, it seems simplistic to first agree that a new requirement is important before proceeding further as proposed by some. 

Similarly, it has also been proposed that if a company has the view that radiated requirement is not justified; it should show how the existing conducted requirements are able to satisfy “criteria” met by radiated requirements. In our view, this can only be achieved when sufficient details of how the radiated requirements are defined, system configurations and assumptions, testing methodologies are available. This then allows the existing conducted requirements to be compared with radiated requirements on a more complete and informed basis. To make a decision prior to these considerations would not be helpful and likely will not be successful as companies lack the information to do due internal analysis.    
To avoid further circular discussions, our view on some basic principles or guidelines is:
1. The work should systematically provides a complete analysis during the work item on what existing requirements from legacy can be confirmed and what new requirements are need to be considered.

a. This will avoid the whole Work Item progress to be stalled by one or two key issues, as we have experienced in the past.

b. Other aspects of the WI such as AAS Specification Structure, Testing methodologies can now be tackled as part of this analysis.

2. For requirements where there may be a new “counterpart” such as EIRP and EIRS, work to discuss and provide the details should proceed to clearly define the requirements and its system assumptions. A decision on approving these new requirements will be made when reasonable and sufficient comparisons have been made by the working group. 
a. The Technical Report will record these two parallel efforts since it is important that all pertinent information is available when needed to make an informed decision. The TR shall clearly note that decision is pending results of a final analysis.

b. Final analysis should include aspects such as important to operators, deployment justifications, testing complexities etc. Further discussion is needed in this meeting to agree on this. 

3 Conclusion
We propose the group discuss methods to reach a point where decisions can be made with technical understanding and practical implications.

If there is consensus, a work plan should be agreed by RAN4 in this meeting taking the above guidelines into consideration. 























































































































































































































