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1.	Introduction
OBW MUs have been discussed in [1-16] but no conclusion was reached as of now. In [9], action item for UE/Chip vendors for the spectrum assumption for deriving the OBW MUs are made, and the reference spectrum is provided in [10]. In RAN5#86e, OBW MU analyses based on the reference spectrum [10] are provided [11]-[16]. This paper provide the simulation result and proposes MU for FR2 OBW considering the discussions in RAN5#87-e.
2.	Discussion
2.1	MU Definition
As already mentioned in [14], the several possibilities of metrics are proposed. As the OBW MU is defined as a ratio to channel BW in FR1 NR, our preference is to adopt the MU definition based on Option A1 for consistency between FR1 and FR2.
[bookmark: p1]Proposal 1 : Define OBW Measurement Error based with (OBWmeas - OBWsignal) / CBW *100 [%CBW]
where OBWsignal is the OBW without any distortion (noise/ripple) from TE, and OBWmeas is the measured OBW with TE having some noise and ripple.

2.2 Simulation
In the RAN5#86e, Qualcomm indicated that the centre frequency of the spectrum is exactly 28GHz, which is different from the assumption in previous simulation [14]. Other conditions are same as previous simulation [14]. As setting the OBW measurement sapn to x1.5 of CBW is already agreed, we only provide simulation for x1.5 BW.
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Fig.1, 2, 3 and 4 show the simulation result when centre of OBW measurement span is aligned with 28GHz. Fig 1 and 2 show the measurement error [%CBW], while Fig 3 and 4 show the absolute measurement error in [MHz]. Due to the asymmetricity of reference spectrum against 28GHz, the OBW measurement result becomes worse than the previous simulation [14].
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Figure 1 BW=400MHz Error [%CBW]
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Figure 2 BW=100MHz Error [%CBW]
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Figure 3 BW=400MHz, Absolute Error[MHz]
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Figure 4 BW=100MHz, Absolute Error[MHz]




Table 1 shows the OBWsignal (w/o noise/ripple) for the reference spectrum and is used as a basis for the measurement error.
Table 1 OBWsiginal of the reference spectrum
	
	OBW meas span =
1.5 x CBW
	OBW meas span = 
2.0 x CBW

	100MHz
	96.3MHz
	96.3MHz

	400MHz
	397.8MHz
	398.6MHz



From the simulation results above, we can make observations.
[bookmark: o1]Observation 1 : For 100MHz and below, 2.0[%CBW] error is reasonable choice. 
Note the corresponding SNR for 2.0[%CBW] in Fig2.( ~21dB) can be achieved with MPR=3.0dB and T(MPR)=2.0 dB according to the latest SNR estimation from each TEV.
[bookmark: o2]Observation 2 : For 400MHz BW, by setting OBW measurement span to 28GHz, the OBWsignal (w/o noise/ripple) is now 397.8MHz(1.5x BW) or 398.6MHz(2.0x BW), then there is only 2.2MHz or 1.4MHz margin from core requirement.
[bookmark: o3]Observation 3 : For 400MHz BW, even  though SNR is enough good(40dB), 97.5% tile value excess the upper limit of measurement error. 
Despite the observation 2 and 3, with our actual measurement of FR2 OBW, we’ve observed a PASS result with more margin than 2.2MHz or 1.4MHz against core requirement with actual test system for 400MHz aggregated BW for FR2a though the number of samples is not yet enough. The problem is that the MU evaluation for OBW in RAN5, we stack worst case assumptions for UE performance and TE performance (ripple), then there may be a gap from real situation.  
[bookmark: o4]Observation 4 : The current MU evaluation assumption may have a gap from typical situation(UE performance, TE performance) 
As OBW is a regulatory test case and not easy to say to introduce TT(especially for FR2a where TT=0 is agreed), it will be still worth to study how much and what kind of gap is likely to exist. Some ideas are : 
· To see the real measurement data samples and figure out what is the gap from the current assumption, feedback to the MU/testability discussion
· To call for additional reference spectrum from chip/UE vendors.
·  
2.2 Proposals
Summarizing the observations in section 2.1 we propose following 
Table 2 Proposal of MTSU and OBW measurement span for FR2(CBW<=400MHz)
	CBW
	Item
	FR2a
	FR2b

	50Mhz, 100MHz
	MTSU
	2% of CBW

	2% of CBW 

	
	OBW measurement span
	>= 1.5 x CBW
	>= 1.5 x CBW

	200MHz, 400MHz
	MTSU
	FFS. 
Encouraged to 
· correct real measurement data 
· provide further input for the reference spectrum
	FFS. 
Encouraged to
· correct real measurement data
· provide further input for the reference spectrum

	
	OBW measurement span
	FFS
	FFS



[bookmark: p2]Proposal 2 : Agree on the Table 2 for FR2 OBW MTSU/measurement span

3.	Conclusion
[bookmark: _GoBack]In this paper FR2 OBW MU and testability limit is studied based on the previous discussions. 
Following observations are made.
Observation 1 : For 100MHz and below, 2.0[%CBW] error is reasonable choice. 
Observation 2 : For 400MHz BW, by setting OBW measurement span to 28GHz, the OBWsignal (w/o noise/ripple) is now 397.8MHz(1.5x BW) or 398.6MHz(2.0x BW), then there is only 2.2MHz or 1.4MHz margin from core requirement.
Observation 3 : For 400MHz BW, even  though SNR is enough good(40dB), 97.5% tile value excess the upper limit of measurement error. 
Observation 4 : The current MU evaluation assumption may have a gap from typical situation(UE performance, TE performance) 
RAN5 is asked to endorse following proposals.
Proposal 1 : Define OBW Measurement Error based with (OBWmeas - OBWsignal) / CBW *100 [%CBW] 
Proposal 2 : Agree on the Table 2 for FR2 OBW MTSU/measurement span
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