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Other issues considered
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1) Simplified methodologies (FCC 2010, Russia 2013) which assume “Spectrum growth
required = Traffic growth/(base station growth x spectral efficiency improvement)” are
vulnerable to inaccuracies:
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2) Counter-argument that Speculator only intended to represent extreme hotspots never
made clear in documentation

a) Should global allocation be based on the Superbowl! or World Cup Final stadium?

b) Traffic projected for 2020 in dense urban public area (stadium) still exceeds Superbowl
traffic by ~100x (51TB/sq km/hour in low growth case vs 500-600GB in busiest hour)
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Poster session l TRAFFIC NOT INCLUDING WIFI!

L____________________




	Slide Number 1

