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Introduction
The draft AAS technical report [1] describes Wide-Area, Medium-Range and Local-Area deployment scenarios in section 5.3.1. The text includes references to “Minimum Coupling Loss” which seem out of place. The following text proposal corrects this issue and also contains other editorial corrections.

Discussion

 “Minimum Coupling Loss” (MCL) is a parameter which is referenced in performing coexistence analysis for interfering systems [2][3]. It is used as a lower bound on the loss between transceivers when computing the RF loss associated with a combination of relative transceiver positions, antenna directions, antenna gains and path loss (including fading). The MCL concept is a convenience that collects many considerations about possible deployment configurations in a single number.
It is meaningless to discuss a “Minimum Coupling Loss” in a real system, as the actual coupling loss can be made arbitrarily small by placing the transceivers in very close proximity to each other. It may be possible to discuss expected boundaries on the coupling loss based on the typical characteristics of the system deployment, but it is impossible to guarantee these boundaries will always be observed.
It is also worth noting that the sections in the technical report dealing with analysis of AAS do not specify MCL for AAS evaluation. A proposal [4] suggested that using the MCL concept in AAS evaluations might mask some of the spatial characteristics under study. The document recommended that the coupling loss bound would be better simulated by specifying a minimum separation between BS and UE. This recommendation was adopted in section 5.4.3.1.4 of the technical report. The use of the MCL term in the technical report is therefore even more confusing.
MCL has a specific meaning within the context of 3GPP specifications and TRs. Re-use of the term in discussions not involving coexistence analysis creates confusion and should thus be avoided. The deployment details provided in section 5.3.1 of the technical report are sufficient to suggest path loss considerations without any qualitative statements about expected coupling loss.
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Text Proposal

<start of text proposal>

5.2
Deployment and coexistence scenarios
5.2.1
Deployment scenarios
The AAS BS can be deployed for Wide Area, Medium Range, and Local Area coverage. 
· The Wide Area coverage deployment scenario is typically found in outdoor macro environments, where the BS antennas are located on masts, roof tops or high above street level.  An AAS BS designed for wide area coverage is called a Macro AAS.
· The Medium Range coverage deployment scenario is typically found in outdoor micro environments, where the AAS BSs are located below roof tops.  An AAS BS designed for medium range coverage is called a Micro AAS.
· The Local Area BS deployment scenario is typically found indoors (offices, subway stations etc.) where antennas are located on ceilings or walls. Deployment scenarios for local area coverage can also be found outdoors in hot spot areas like marketplaces, high streets or railway stations. An AAS BS designed for local area coverage is called a Pico AAS.
<end of text proposal>

