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Discussion  
1 Discussion 
In [1], the WF listed areas in which agreements are still needed. They are quoted below:

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.

The above issues have also been restated in another WF [2]. 

First, in our past contribution [3], we have already provided our views of the use EIS as figure of merit and hence this would not be covered in this contribution. Furthermore, it was agreed in [4] that EIS is adopted for OTA sensitivity requirement. In this contribution, we provide our view on bullet 1 above.
In [3], we have presented analysis supporting the rationale that the uplink OTA receiver sensitivity value(s) are dependent on many factors such antenna types, architecture and operational configurations. Hence, in our view an implementation neutral minimum requirement can only be achieved through vendor declaration. 

Regarding the declaration over the range of angles of arrival, the stimulus signal for the uplink OTA sensitivity assumes that a UE-specific signal that arrives at the base station from a specific single elevation/azimuth angle combination. This elevation/azimuth angle corresponds to the Directivity of the receive beam formation towards the specific UE. As a result, in addition to practical consideration of ‘uplink beam’ that may or may not overlap, the need vendor declaration of the range of angles of arrival is needed.

2 Conclusion  

It is propose that:

· Vendor declaration of angle(s) of arrival in addition to the corresponding declared Equivalent Isotropic Sensitivity (EIS) requirements.  

The framework agreed in [5] with regard to points or area declaration for the downlink should be adapted where applicable for the uplink as well. 
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