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1 Introduction

In last meeting RAN4#64, an antenna 3D model of AAS is identified in [1]. Based on the specific antenna model approved last meeting, the simulation results of BS uplink in-band blocking are updated. 
2 simulation results 
In table 1 and 2, some updated simulation results for in-band blocking received at the individual receiver of AAS and the receiver of the legacy BS are provided, to capture the difference of in-band blocking between AAS and legacy BS.

Table 1 Summarized results for in-band blocking of PC1
	Case
	Aggressor
	Victim
	In-band blocking

	
	
	
	9 degree Electrical downtilt
	9 degree Mechanical downtilt

	1-a 
	Legacy E-UTRA Macro system
	AAS E-UTRA Macro system
	-44.8dBm
	-46.13dBm

	1-b
	AAS E-UTRA Macro system
	AAS E-UTRA Macro system
	-45.12dBm
	-46.21dBm

	1-c (Baseline)
	Legacy E-UTRA Macro system
	Legacy E-UTRA Macro system
	-44.35dBm
	-41.79dB


Table 2 Summarized results for in-band blocking of PC2

	Case
	Aggressor
	Victim
	In-band blocking

	
	
	
	9 degree Electrical downtilt
	9 degree Mechanical downtilt

	1-a 
	Legacy E-UTRA Macro system
	AAS E-UTRA Macro system
	-52.72dBm
	-57.85dBm

	1-b
	AAS E-UTRA Macro system
	AAS E-UTRA Macro system
	-52.82dBm
	-57.69dBm

	1-c (Baseline)
	Legacy E-UTRA Macro system
	Legacy E-UTRA Macro system
	-55.63dBm
	-53.69dBm


Simulation results indicate that interference signals received at the individual receiver of AAS and the legacy BS receiver differ between the case of electrical down-tilt and mechanical down-tilt. In the case of electrical down-tilt, the blocking interference level of AAS is almost the same with that of BS installed with legacy antenna. However in the case of mechanical down-tilt, the blocking interference level of AAS is smaller than that received at legacy BS. 
3 Conclusions
This paper gave the simulation results for the in-band blocking evaluation on AAS Base stations considering weight vector with the down tilt 9º.From the simulation results, it’s obvious that there is almost no difference between the interference signal level received at AAS and legacy BS in the case of electrical down-tilt. 

4 References
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Annex. A

Uplink in-band blocking of electrical down-tilt =9°and mechanical down-tilt=9°
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Figure 1 in-band blocking of case 1-a,1-b,1-c of PC1(left: electrical down-tilt =9° & right: mechanical down-tilt=9°)
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Figure 2 in-band blocking of case 1-a,1-b,1-c of PC2(left: electrical down-tilt =9° & right: mechanical down-tilt=9°)
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