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1. Introduction

At the last meeting a set of contributions on micro-wave and millimetre-wave technology aspects for base stations was presented in [2, 3, 4, 5, 6]. The contributions were presented as text proposals for TR 38.803 with the intention to capture aspects relevant for base stations operating at micro-wave and millimetre-wave frequencies. 
Also, at last meeting a contribution on antenna technology aspects was presented [1]. In this contribution some of the information related to antenna technology is captured in a text proposal for TR 38.803.  
After presentation R4-1609857 was revised in R4-1610604.  
2. Discussion

As part of the work to capture background information in TR 38.803 a text proposal for Annex B has been created based on information presented in [1]. The information has been reduced to just capture technical aspects with direct impact on designing antenna arrays operating at millimetre wave frequencies. The text proposal captures aspects related to element characteristics, array geometry and element interaction.

3. Conclusion

This contribution proposes a text proposal for approval. The text proposal adds some background information about antenna technologies for NR base stations based on information presented last meeting.
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[Text proposal]
B.x
Array antenna theory
In general, an array antenna design consists of several parts; radiating elements, a finite ground plane and mechanical structure components. The elements are typically placed in a lattice on the ground plane. The individual location of each element together with the radiation characteristics of each element determines the composite array antenna characteristics.
The element characteristics in terms of radiation properties (aka. element factor) depends on the area for which the array antenna is intended to provide coverage within.

In general, for a single polarized element, the individual embedded element pattern for an array antenna with N elements is described as:
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An array antenna consists of many radiating elements located close to each other under a weather proof encapsulation. The locations of the n-th element in an antenna array can be described by; [image: image2.wmf])
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For the transceiver direction, each element in the array antenna is feed with a signal s(t) from a transmitter. The array antenna beam is determined by the weighting factor wn(t). 
For a single polarized array antenna, the transmitted signal is created from super positioning in the far-field region. The composite field strength can be expressed as:
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, where [image: image4.wmf]k

is the wave vector defined as:
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The wave vector refers to a vector that describes the phase variation of a plane wave, in 3 orthogonal directions.
Since elements are located close to each other the radiation characteristics for individual elements will not be the same in the whole array. This phenomenon is referred to as mutual coupling. That means that the element factor R, cannot be seen independent of the element separation. The element separation also relates to radiation characteristics by means of spatial sampling resolution. Typically, for an array implementation where the element separation is larger than 0.5 gating lobe performance will be affected. 
Generally, the maximum steering without grating lobes can be expressed as:
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, where d is the element separation and max is the maximal steering angle (along one dimension).

If the spatial sampling criterion is not fulfilled folding effect will occur creating a grating lobe response. Therefore, the element separation often is set close to 0.5for system using large steering angles. However, when the elements are close the interaction between them is more severe, which results in ripple in radiation pattern per element level. Therefore, the element beam-width will be different. The element directivity is dependent on the element aperture which is of course effected by the element spacing, i.e. a 0.7 element cannot be spaced at 0.5. Hence the interaction between element separation and element radiation characteristics is a delicate challenge to resolve. Typical element separation is in the range of 0.5 to 0.7. The consequence of grating lobes is that energy will be spread in unintended direction, this may or may not be harmful for the system from an interference perspective. Nevertheless, the power in the intended direction drops because of large grating lobes. From a system design perspective, grating lobes, and the fact that the effective antenna area is reduced due to projection will reduce the directivity. This phenomenon is referred to as scan-loss. The scan-loss will impact EIRP in the intended direction. This effect needs considerations from a system perspective. 

This means that the radiated power is a complex function of deployment parameters such as steering angle and design parameters such as antenna mutual coupling. A common phenomenon is referred to as scan-blindness, where EIRP drops unexpectedly due to interactions between coupling characteristics and excitation of the array. Note that EIRP can be affected by both scan-loss and scan-blindness at large steering angles, which means that the radiated power will drop considerably. 

Another aspect is that radiation the individual radiation patterns or embedded radiation pattern will suffer from mutual coupling. The embedded pattern is distorted with a ripple, where characteristics such as beam pointing direction and beam-width may be impacted. 

A simple and ideal, but still quite realistic, model for the element pattern should satisfy the earlier explained relation:
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Written as power, or gain, patterns, the array antenna gain can be expressed as:
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If the element distances in the array are small enough to not produce any grating lobes, and the array is a planar array, the maximum array gain for any scan angle should equate the gain of a planar aperture, i.e.
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, where A is the total area of the antenna array and  is the angle off the normal direction. 

Here we also neglect all losses related to reflections and mutual coupling. The factor cos() comes from the projection of the array area as seen in the direction of observation. Maximum array gain is achieved when all elements have the same amplitude, and are co-phased in the scan direction, i.e. the array factor.
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This implies that the element factor should be:
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 are the element distances in x and y direction. The 3 dB beamwidth thus becomes [image: image16.wmf](
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degrees and the maximum element gain for an array with 0.5 element spacing is , or ~5 dBi.

In practice, however, the 3 dB beam width is lower than 120°, typically around 90° to 100°. This discrepancy to the theoretical 120° 3 dB beam width derived above is partly due to power loss from mutual coupling effects, which typically gets higher for larger scan angles. The element pattern beam width should also be related to the element gain, since element gain is only a measure on how focused the energy is in the far-field. An approximate formula for planar arrays [x], relating the gain and beam widths is
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, where HPBW and HPBW are the 3dB beam widths in two orthogonal planes. Combining this way of calculating the maximum gain with the above expression relating the maximum element gain with the antenna area yields
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A practical element pattern model could be a Gaussian pattern with peak gain equal to [image: image20.wmf]2
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and beam widths related to the element distance as described above. This model would thus to some degree account for reflection and mutual coupling losses for large scan angles and losses due to grating lobes. It also scales the antenna element patterns gain and beam widths with the element spacing of the array in such a way that the superposition of all the elements in the array gives a total antenna gain equal to the array area.

[The end of text proposal]
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