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1	Introduction
The performance metrics for FR2 MIMO OTA is not specified in Study Item, and listed as an objective in the new Work Item of NR MIMO OTA performance [1]. Two potential options are proposed as WF [2] in SI as follow.
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In this paper, we try to compare advantages and disadvantages of the options in some concerned aspects, and give our proposals.
2	Discussion
In this paper, we continue to use “Option 1” and “Option 2” standing for the two performance metrics options. The consensus is that the measured data of throughput/sensitivity on 36 scanning points in Option 1 and Option 2 are exactly the same, and the difference is the way of dealing with the measured data.
2.1 Test points selection
Only Option 1 has test points selection problem. Because there is probability that throughput on some scanning points can not be measured. Thus, not all of 36 scanning points can join in throughput/sensitivity data averaging.
While, Option 2 does not face the problem. Those “bad” throughput test points stay at the end of the queue, which do not affect the value at the [xx] percentile of the CCDF.
2.2 Stability of the performance metrics
As presented in paper [3], in case of some peak beams missed during measurement, the averaging results in Option 1 may be considerably affected, which means the test result of the same DUT will get serious deviation when perform multiple tests in the same lab, and more serious situation happens during round robin test between labs.
In Option 2, limited number of missing peak beam does not have significant impact on the value at the [xx] percentile of the CCDF, i.e. the value of the [y]th test point in ascending order of the sensitivity value of 36 scanning points keeps relatively stable.
2.3 Random deviation reduction
Obviously, averaging of test points in Option 1 helps to reduce the random deviation, while the single value derived from Option 2 suffers from the random factors.

In summary, Option 1 has benefits on test points selection and stability of the performance metrics, and Option 2 minimizes the random deviation.
To make profits on both of the options, a combined performance metrics is proposed as below.
averaging of the sensitivity values at the [60th]~[80th] percentile of the CCDF
Proposal: Define the FR2 MIMO OTA performance metrics as averaging of the sensitivity values at the [60th]~[80th] percentile of the CCDF.
3	Conclusion
Proposal: Define the FR2 MIMO OTA performance metrics as averaging of the sensitivity values at the [60th]~[80th] percentile of the CCDF.
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— optionl: averaging of the [xx] measured sensitivity points,
how to select the points is FFS.

— option2: sensitivity value at the [xx] percentile of the CCDF.
— The value of [xx] shall be defined in potential WI phase.





