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Introduction
Contributions [1-5] submitted to the RAN4#74 meeting show some convergence of positions regarding OTA sensitivity specification for AAS base stations. This way-forward records areas of agreement and outlines remaining differences.  
WF From RAN4#73
Two issues were presented for resolution at RAN4#74 in the way-forward [6] from the previous meeting.
· The fundamental issue of whether or not the vendor declaration for OTA sensitivity is subject to an implementation-neutral minimum requirement remains open. As such, both options stated in [1] remain open.TRS has been proposed as an option for the figure of merit for Medium Range and Local Area base stations. This proposal requires additional study before adoption.

· Declaration methods supporting the possibility of more than one set of angle of arrival requirements applying to the same or different BS configurations (e.g. cell splitting, or support of different cell shapes from the same AAS BS) has been identified as an open issue.
Progress on Vendor Declaration
Two contributions [3][5] cited cases where the design or configuration of an AAS base station may cover distinct areas or cover areas which do not overlap completely. In these cases, it is recognized that each coverage area is characterized by non-identical extremes in range(s) of angle of arrival. These examples were not disputed. It is therefore agreed that the vendor must submit OTA sensitivity declarations for each range of angles of arrival claimed by the vendor. This declaration covers a single range of angles of arrival in the case that only one range is claimed. If multiple ranges of angles of arrival are claimed, then an OTA sensitivity declaration must be made for each claimed range.
The number of measurement reference points required within each range of angles of arrival to demonstrate compliance to the requirement and the placement of those points in both azimuth and elevation are also open for discussion. 
Implementation-Neutral Minimum OTA Sensitivity Requirement

Contributions have been submitting supporting opposite sides of this issue. There is no consensus. It was noted during the discussion that the selection of a value for a minimum OTA sensitivity requirement is unlikely to affect the specification of testing, analysis of uncertainties, etc. It was therefore suggested that this issue should not block progress on other aspects of deriving the OTA sensitivity requirements. RAN4 should therefore defer a decision on an implementation-neutral OTA sensitivity requirement until the OTA sensitivity measurement methodology and measurement uncertainties are better understood.
TRS vs. EIS as figure of merit for Medium Range and Local Area AAS base stations
Discussion on this topic is ongoing. 

Way Forward for RAN4#74-bis
1. Document the agreement requiring vendors to 
declare sensitivity for any claimed range of angles of arrival.
2. Agree on terminology and semantics used in specifying the range of angles of arrival 
3. Agree on the specification of reference points (number and position, in both azimuth and elevation) within each range of angles of arrival necessary to demonstrate compliance to the requirements
4. Choose either TRS or EIS as the figure of merit for Wide-Area,
 Medium Range and Local Area base stations.
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�We would not agree with this bullet point without indicating that it is optional since otherwise it becomes mandatory. It does not make sense to mandate for multiple ranges for AoA  if the equipment does not support additional receiving antenna pattern.


�In our contributions we explained that we believe the FoM for OTA sensitivity should be applicable for all classes. If TRS is still open FOM for MR and LA BS, then we think it should also be considered for WA





