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1 Introduction

During the last meeting RAN5#79 (May-2018), RAN5 time plan about FR2 MU and TT was updated in [1], and completion target of TT about regulatory items are set to RAN5#81 (Nov-2018). Purpose of this document is to define TT defining approach from MU to meet this time plan absolutely.
2 Discussion

RAN5 time plan about FR2 MU (Measurement Uncertainty) and TT (Test Tolerance) in [1] is summarized as below. Completion target of regulatory TT is RAN5#81 (Nov-2018), and accordingly MU target is set to previous meeting RAN5#NR3 (Oct-2018). As described in [1], this time plan is based on market demand for 5G service in the world and RAN5 should not delay launch of the service especially about regulation items.
Table 2-3 Proposed RAN5 time plan about FR2 MU, TT

	Priority
	MU target
	
	
	TT target
	
	

	
	Meeting
	Date
	Meetings left
	Meeting
	Date
	Meetings left

	1st (Regulation)
	RAN5#80
	Oct-2018
	2
	RAN5#81
	Nov-2018
	3

	2nd (Regulation)
	RAN5#80
	Oct-2018
	2
	RAN5#81
	Nov-2018
	3

	3rd
	RAN5#81
	Nov-2018
	3
	RAN5#NR4
	Jan-2019
	4

	Note:  The term "priority" is used here to represent an area of activities which are targeted for completion latest at a certain time. This shall not preclude work on different "priorities" at the same time. On the contrary, work in parallel is highly encouraged as long as it does not endanger the completion target for a higher "priority" task to be achieved.


However, there is no approved value about FR2 MU until now, and there are a lot of remaining issues to calculate MU.
· Test setup of test equipment
· Battery cable issue
· Handling on Low PSD test case (off power, Rx spurious)
· Test method of Spurious tests
In addition, there is possibility that additional issues about MU calculation will be occurred in the future. Considering the number of issues still under discussion and workload to calculate MU analysis, to complete MU value for each test case by October meeting is tough. Some MU factors can be still discussion, only one MU vendor prepare MU value in time, additional MU issue is raised even during October meeting etc. In order to keep RAN5 time plan for TT definition, RAN5 need to define TT values based on MU values prepared by October meeting even if MU themselves are not completed.
Proposal 1
: Regarding regulation items (priority 1, 2), RAN5 defines TT values during RAN5#81 based on MU values prepared by RAN5#NR3 even if MU is not completed.
Proposal 2
: Regarding priority 3 items, RAN5 defines TT values during RAN5#NR4 based on MU values prepared by RAN5#81 even if MU is not completed.
In order to adopt proposals above, following MU analysis Approach (A) is beneficial. With Approach (B), for example TT of ACLR cannot be defined based completed MU.
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Figure 2-1. Desirable MU analysis approach

3 Proposal
Proposal 1
: Regarding regulation items (priority 1, 2), RAN5 defines TT values during RAN5#81 based on MU values prepared by RAN5#NR3 even if MU is not completed.
Proposal 2
: Regarding priority 3 items, RAN5 defines TT values during RAN5#NR4 based on MU values prepared by RAN5#81 even if MU is not completed.
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