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Abstract—Achieving connectivity reliability is one of the sig-
nificant challenges for 5G and beyond 5G cellular networks.
The present understanding of reliability in the context of mobile
communication does not adequately cover the stochastic temporal
aspects of the network, such as the duration and spread of packet
errors that an outage session may cause. Rather, it simply confines
the definition to the percentage of successful packet delivery. In
this letter, we offer an elaborate modeling of the outage for a
cellular mobile network by showcasing the different types of
outages and their contiguity characteristic. Thereafter, using the
outage metrics, we define two new key performance indicators
(KPIs), namely mean outage time and mean time between outages
as counterparts to akin KPIs that already exist in classical
reliability theory, i.e., mean down time and mean time between
failures. Using a system-level simulation where user mobility is
a crucial component, it is shown that these newly defined KPIs
can be used to quantify the reliability requirements of different
user applications in cellular services.

Index Terms—cellular networks, mean outage time, mean time
between outages, mobility, performance analysis, reliability.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the key objectives of fifth-generation (5G) and futur-
istic sixth-generation (6G) mobile networks is to improve the
overall reliability in frequency range 2 (FR2) [1]. In classical
terms, reliability can be described as the probability that a
system in a given operational state will perform the required
function for a specified time [2]. In the more specific context
of wireless communication, 3GPP has outlined reliability as
the probability that a certain amount of data is successfully
transmitted from the source node to the destination node within
a specified delay [3]. However, there are a few limitations to
this definition. Firstly, this definition does not consider the sys-
tem’s initial state, which is key when considering the classical
definition of reliability. Secondly, it ignores its dependency on
the time dimension altogether [4]. Furthermore, it is centered
more toward the ultra-reliable low latency communication
(URLLC) use case of 5G. To the best of our knowledge,
leveraging well-accepted definitions and methods of reliability
theory to wireless communication concerning temporal aspects
has been addressed only by a few researchers. In [5], the
expected reliability and mean time to first failure of a wireless
mobile system are studied but the communication links are
assumed as perfect. The study considers multiple mobile hosts
which roam between cells, where the sojourn time within a
cell and the handover completion time are assumed to be
exponentially distributed random variables. In [4], concepts of
reliability theory are applied and extended to URLLC networks
with non-mobile users, wherein the networks are modeled as
being repairable and failures stem from co-channel interfer-

ence. In another related work [6], analytical expressions for
time-dependent reliability key performance indicators (KPIs)
are derived for a wireless URLLC multi-connectivity scenario
with Rayleigh fading, wherein a single user with no user
mobility is considered. The study in [7] extends the reliability
theory analysis of [6] to a multi-user static system for hybrid
visible light communication-radio frequency networks. In [8],
the applications of reliability theory in terms of mission
reliability are discussed, where multiple mobile autonomous
guided vehicles in a campus-wide edge network setting for
industrial environments are considered.

In this letter, we model a 5G beamformed mobile network as
defined in [9] as a repairable system, considering the enhanced
mobile broadband (eMBB) use case of 5G. The system can
be described as having an operational state characterized by
ideal nodes (i.e., user equipment (UE), base station (BS)) and
non-ideal links that are subject to radio link conditions. The
intended function is defined as being in a state whereby data
can be transmitted to the network, which is only possible
by maintaining connectivity with the serving cell. Lastly, the
specified time is characterized as the time duration in which
the UE is mobile within the 5G beamformed network. This
interpretation is linked closely to mobility interruption time
defined in 3GPP TR 38.913 [3], which can be delineated as
the shortest time duration supported by the system during
which a UE cannot exchange data with the network. Mobility
interruption time can alternatively be defined as outage per
3GPP nomenclature [10]. In [3] it is stated that the “target
for mobility interruption time should be 0 ms”, and this is the
only explicit time attribute in the current discussion. However,
such an optimum cannot be guaranteed due to the underlying
radio link conditions in 5G networks [9].

In this letter, outage as the cause of a failure or down state
for a repairable system within the classical reliability theory
context [2] is modeled comprehensively for a cellular mobile
network. Thereafter, we take the time dimension into account
and introduce two novel KPIs based on outage modeling as
counterparts to existing ones from the classical case. This
is important since in mobile communication not only the
probability of outage but also the duration and time spacing
of outage sessions determines the quality of service (QoS) and
the quality of experience (QoE). The derived KPIs are of great
interest in the design of cellular networks that will cater to the
different user applications within the eMBB use case and its
future extensions in 6G. Conducting system-level simulations
for an exemplary scenario, the mobility, outage and reliability
theory KPIs are then jointly evaluated.
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II. NETWORK MODEL

The considered 5G beamformed network model includes
all the major relevant functionalities applicable to the physical
and the medium access layer [9], [11], [12]. A list of the com-
plete simulation parameters can be found in [13, Sec. III.A].
An outdoor urban-micro cellular deployment consisting of a
standard hexagonal grid with seven sites, each divided into
three cells, is considered, as defined in 3GPP TR 38.901
as part of the evaluation standards [11]. More details of
the exact network layout can be found in Fig. 4 of [13].
Although the hexagonal grid model might differ from realistic
deployments, this simplification offers an equitable abstraction
to existing 5G and beyond 5G networks. The carrier frequency
is 28 GHz, and the inter-site distance is 200 m. The transmitter
(Tx)-side beamforming model is based on [14], where a
12-beam grid configuration is considered. Kb = 4 beams
are simultaneously scheduled for all cells in the network.
Beams b ∈ {1, . . . , 8} have smaller beamwidth and higher
beamforming gain and cover regions further apart from the BS.
Beams b ∈ {9, . . . , 12} have larger beamwidth and relatively
smaller beamforming gain and cover regions closer to the BS.
A wrap-around is considered, meaning that the hexagonal grid
is repeated around the original layout in six replicas in order to
avoid boundary effects concerning interference. Further details
of the channel model relating to shadow and fast fading can
be found in [9, Sec. III].

At the start of the simulation, NUE = 420UEs are dropped
randomly in the aforementioned network deployment scenario.
The multi-panel UE (MPUE) architecture assumes an edge
design for the UEs with three directional panels mounted on
the top, left, and right edges of the UEs [9]. A schematic
diagram for the MPUE is shown in Fig. 1. The UEs follow a
2D uniform distribution over the network, moving at constant
velocities along straight lines into random directions [11, Table
7.8-5]. Following 3GPP, the signal measurement scheme that
we consider in this study is MPUE-A3, where it is assumed
that the UE can measure the reference signal received power
(RSRP) values from the serving cell c0 and neighboring cells
by simultaneously activating all of its three panels [9]. The
simulation run-time is Tsim = 30 s.

The handover model considered in this letter is conditional
handover (CHO), introduced in 3GPP Release 16 [15]. In
CHO the handover is prepared early, when the UE-serving cell
link is sufficiently strong, but the actual handover execution
happens later when the UE-target cell link is sufficient [13,
Sec. II.B]. Within the network, each UE is assumed to be
capable of measuring the raw RSRP values PRSRP

c,b (n) at a
discrete time instant n from each Tx beam b ∈ B of cell c ∈ C,
using the synchronization signal block (SSB) bursts that are
periodically transmitted by the BS. At the UE side, layer 1
(L1) and L3 filtering are then sequentially applied to the raw
RSRPs to counter the effects of fast fading and measurement
errors. The L3 measurements are an indicator of the average
downlink signal strength for a link between a UE and cell c.
They are used in the conditional handover for both handover

Fig. 1: An illustration of an MPUE in the edge design with three directional
panels, shown here for an exemplary 5G beamformed network.

preparation and execution. A more detailed explanation of the
L1 and L3 filtering procedures can be found in [9, Sec. II.A].

The beam management procedure considered in this letter is
based on [12], whereby within each of the twenty-one serving
cells, a mobile UE may switch to a different serving beam
b0 based on L2 measurements. In the event of a beam failure
detection (BFD) due to the radio link quality metric (RLQ)
falling below a certain signal-to-noise-plus-interference ratio
(SINR) ratio γout = −8 dB, the UE initiates a beam failure
recovery (BFR) process where it tries to recover to a stronger
beam of the same serving cell [9, Sec. II.B]. If the BFR process
is also unsuccessful, the UE declares a radio link failure (RLF)
and tries to re-establish the connection to the same serving cell
or a different neighboring cell using random access.

The link quality between a UE and the serving cell c0
through its serving beam b0 is specified through the av-
erage downlink SINR γc0,b0 . The average downlink SINR
is a discrete-time value taken as the expected value of the
instantaneous downlink SINR, which is modeled as a random
variable [16]. As will be seen later in Sec. III-B, the average
downlink SINR has a key role in modeling different mobility
events that lead to outages.

III. RELIABILITY THEORY SYSTEM MODEL

In this section, the KPIs pertaining to classical reliability
theory are discussed first. Thereafter, their mobility counter-
parts are discussed.

A. Reliability Theory in the Classical Sense

Reliability theory is a branch of systems engineering con-
cerned with determining the dependability and soundness of
a system. This is accomplished by determining the probabil-
ity that a system will perform the intended function for a
prescribed period under the given environmental conditions
[2]. A system can be either repairable or non-repairable. In
a repairable system, where failures appear and successful
repairs are performed, “up” and “down” states occur. The
corresponding up and down times describe the cumulative
time spent in the up and down states, respectively. A handful
of KPIs have been defined to ascertain the performance of a
repairable system [2]. This letter discusses two of the most
widely used ones, each explained below.

Mean time between failures (MTBF): the average time
duration between consecutive transitions from an up state to



a down state. It can be described as the average time between
failures in a system.

Mean down time (MDT): the mean time from when the
system enters a down state until it has been repaired and
transitions again to an up state. It can be described as the
average time duration of a system failure.

B. Reliability Theory Applied to Mobility

In a communication network, a prerequisite for two nodes
to communicate with each other is to have at least one
operating path connecting them [17]. This implies that all the
nodes should be in an operational state, i.e., they function
as intended, and all the links should be functional, i.e., they
allow communication between the nodes. Only then can an
analysis of reliability theory be applied to the network. As
such, in this letter, a 5G beamformed network is modeled
to represent a system where a mobile UE maintains constant
connectivity with the network and can transmit and receive
data. The operational state considers that all the UEs and cells
in the network are always functioning and experience zero
device-related or network-related down time, respectively. It
also considers that the UE-serving cell c0 link is the existent
functional link through which the UE maintains connectivity
to the network. The system’s susceptibility to failures arises
from outage, which is the time duration during which the UE
cannot communicate with the network [10]. An outage can
occur due to adverse radio link conditions or delays caused
by signaling during handovers [9, Sec. V.B]. In the case an
outage is experienced, the system can recover and go back to
a regular data transmission/reception state, i.e., it is repairable.
This modeling approach is more in line with the classical
definition of reliability theory defined in [2] than the 3GPP
definition in TR 38.913 [3] since it takes into account the
initial operational state of the system. Moreover, it also now
considers the time-based dependability attributes for the eMBB
use case of 5G by introducing two new KPIs.

In this letter, the outage is elaborately modeled by catego-
rizing it into several distinct components.

1) Successful handover outage: The outage when the UE is
in the process of executing a handover from the serving cell c0
to the target cell c′. As per 3GPP Release 16 [18], this outage
is modeled as a fixed duration of THO = 55ms. In line with
3GPP [1], the outage due to multiple RACH attempts NAtt
that lead to a successful handover is also considered.

2) Handover failure outage: The outage when the handover
to the target cell fails due to adverse radio link conditions
[9, Sec. IV]. This outage includes both the duration of both
the handover failure timer THOF = 200ms and the re-
establishment time Tres = 180ms it takes for the UE to
reconnect to the same cell or to a different target cell [1].

3) BFR outage: The outage due to the BFR process that
follows BFD, as discussed in Sec. II. This includes the outage
in the event that the BFR is both successful or unsuccessful.

4) RLF outage: The outage due to an RLF, which occurs
when the UE fails to recover to another beam within the
serving cell and the BFR process fails, as discussed earlier

TABLE I: OUTAGE TYPES AND THEIR CONTIGUITY CHARACTERISTIC

Outage type Contiguity characteristic

Successful handover May be preceded by outage due to successful
outage BFR attempts, where both cases can be preceded

by outage due to SINR degradation

Handover failure May be preceded by outage due to successful
outage BFR attempts, where both cases can be preceded

by outage due to SINR degradation

RLF outage Always preceded by outage due to BFR failure,
which can be preceded by outage due to SINR
degradation

BFR success Standalone or preceded by outage due to SINR
outage degradation

Standalone SINR Standalone outage by definition
degradation outage

in Sec. II. In this case the UE would reconnect to a different
cell and the RLF outage duration is Tres = 180ms [1].

The sum of handover failure outage and RLF outage is
denoted as mobility failure outage.

5) SINR degradation outage: The outage when a UE ex-
periences adverse radio conditions due to the SINR falling
below the threshold γout = −8 dB [9]. Excludes the cases
wherein the UE is executing a handover, is in the process
of re-establishment, or in BFR. Herein, the average downlink
SINR, discussed in Sec. II, is used as the reference SINR.

Outage of any type is denoted in terms of a percentage as

Outage (%) =

∑
u Outage duration of UE u

NUE · Tsim
· 100. (1)

An essential contribution of this letter is to identify that the
aforementioned outage components can occur independently
or contiguously, with one or more outage components occur-
ring successively. The latter case leads to a single long outage
session. For example, on cell boundaries, it is very common
that a UE may experience an outage due to SINR degradation,
which can be immediately followed by the UE also experi-
encing BFD, leading to BFR, which is eventually successful
when the UE reconnects to another beam of the serving cell.
However, during the BFR procedure the conditional handover
execution condition could also be triggered [13, Sec. II.B],
leading to a handover. This is shown in Fig. 2. Identifying such
contiguous outage sessions is necessary to correctly consider
the system’s temporal characteristics and accurately determine
reliability metrics related to mobility. Table I shows a detailed
description of the aforementioned outage types.

Herein, two novel and promising KPIs are defined as
counterparts to MTBF and MDT. They are an effort to link
reliability theory with the time dimension for 5G networks,
where user mobility is a key factor to the analysis. By doing
so, we step beyond the rather rudimentary 3GPP definition
of defining reliability as the percentage of successful packet
delivery [3]. The KPIs are explained below.

Mean time between outages (MTBO): the average time
duration between individual outage sessions, defined as

MTBO =
NUE · Tsim −

∑
s∈S tO

s

|S|
, (2)
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Fig. 2: A depiction of a contiguous outage session in the 5G network model.

where S =
⋃

u∈U Su, with Su being the set containing the
individual outage sessions of each UE u ∈ U and tO

s being
the duration of session s. The set cardinality is denoted by | · |.

The set Su is important since empirical distributions can
then be studied with respect to percentiles to infer if perfor-
mance guarantees of eMBB applications can be met.

Mean outage time (MOT): the average time duration of an
outage session, defined as

MOT =

∑
s∈S tO

s

|S|
. (3)

Both KPIs are expressed in seconds (s).

IV. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

In this section, the novel KPIs of MTBO and MOT are
jointly evaluated with the mobility and outage KPIs. The
considered exemplary scenario is described in [13, Sec. IV.B],
where the MPUEs are assumed either in the free space (FS)
setting or with hand blockage (HB) on panel 1 (P1) and P3.

In Table II, the two key mobility KPIs of successful
handovers and mobility failures are shown, normalized to the
number of UEs NUE in the network and to time (expressed as
KPI/UE/min). It can be seen in Table II that as the UE speed
increases, both successful handovers and mobility failures in-
crease. For example, for the FS case, as the UE speed increases

from 60 km/h to 120 km/h, the number of successful handovers
increases almost two-fold (from 19.30 to 31.29 KPI/UE/min).
The mobility failures also increase correspondingly by almost
5x (from 0.48 to 2.45 KPI/UE/min). Since the UE also tra-
verses more cell boundaries at higher speeds, the probability
of both handovers and mobility failures increases. This is
also represented by the increase in the corresponding outage
components of successful handovers and mobility failures in
Table III. Compared to 60 km/h, at 120 km/h mobility becomes
more challenging because of greater temporal variations in the
signal RSRPs due to dominant fast fading. This is the other
significant reason why more mobility failures are observed at
higher speeds. The temporal variations also lead to adverse
radio link conditions and hence the outage due to SINR
degradation and BFR also increases in Table III. As a result,
the total outage is also seen to increase.

This analysis of the mobility and outage KPIs is nicely
captured in Table IV, where the MOT increases by around 20%
(68 ms to 81 ms) when 60 km/h is compared with 120 km/h.
The increase is observed because of the significant increase
in outage due to mobility failures, where the re-establishment
time alone is 180 ms (as discussed in Sec. III-B). On the other
hand, MTBO is almost halved (from 2.16 to 1.14 s) because the
total number of outage sessions due to successful handovers,
mobility failures, SINR degradation, and BFR increase. This
translates into outage sessions occurring more frequently and
hence less mean time between the individual sessions. The
inference here is that reliability theory KPIs can be sufficient
to give the whole mobility performance outlook that previously
had to be understood through jointly analyzing the mobility
and outage KPIs. The MOT of successful handovers and
mobility failures is also shown. An empirical cumulative dis-
tribution function (CDF) of the individual contiguous outage
sessions for the FS case is shown in Fig. 3, where it is seen
that the maximum outage session duration observed is 790 ms,
for both the 60 km/h and 120 km/h cases. From a practical
point of view, these KPI values can be understood through
cloud gaming and extended reality (XR), both popular user
applications of eMBB. An average outage duration of 68 ms
at an interval of 2.17 s compared to an average outage duration
of 81 ms at an interval of 1.14 s could lead to an entirely
different QoE for cloud gaming, where the network time delay
requirements usually lie between 100 ms-150 ms [19]. As such,
an outage session coupled with latency in the access and core
network are more likely to not satisfy the QoE requirements
for UEs traveling at higher than at lower speeds. For XR,
the time delay requirements lie between 10 ms-30 ms [20],
depending on the traffic type, e.g., video streaming or motion
and control. For applications involving buffering such as video
streaming, MOT values smaller than the buffer size and MTBO
values larger than the payload to fill the buffer size/throughput
may have negligible impact on the QoS and QoE.

It is also interesting to compare the impact of hand blockage
on mobility performance. If the 60 km/h case is considered, it
is seen in Table II that successful handovers decrease while
mobility failures increase. This is due to the hand blockage



TABLE II: MOBILITY KPIS (IN KPI/UE/MIN)

Case Succ. Handovers Mob. Failures
30 km/h: FS 10.60 0.07
30km/h: HB 10.10 0.14
60 km/h: FS 19.30 0.48
60km/h: HB 18.17 0.59

120 km/h: FS 31.29 2.45
120 km/h: HB 29.01 3.15

TABLE III: OUTAGE KPIS (IN %)

Case Total Succ. Mob. SINR BFR
Outage Handov. Failures Degr.

30 km/h: FS 1.39 0.97 0.02 0.36 0.03
30 km/h: HB 1.42 0.92 0.05 0.41 0.04
60 km/h: FS 3.02 1.75 0.16 1.00 0.11
60 km/h: HB 3.19 1.65 0.20 1.21 0.13
120 km/h: FS 6.58 2.82 0.84 2.48 0.44
120 km/h: HB 7.60 2.63 1.07 3.30 0.60

TABLE IV: RELIABILITY THEORY KPIS (IN SECONDS)

Case MOT MTBO MOT of MOT of
Succ. Handov. Mob. Fail.

30 km/h: FS 0.063 4.45 0.060 0.420
30 km/h: HB 0.068 4.72 0.064 0.431
60 km/h: FS 0.068 2.16 0.065 0.445
60 km/h: HB 0.074 2.22 0.072 0.445
120 km/h: FS 0.081 1.14 0.073 0.431
120 km/h: HB 0.092 1.11 0.082 0.435

Fig. 3: The empirical CDF of the total outage session duration, shown here for
the free space (FS) case. The three distinct outage regions and their sources
are also depicted.

effect studied in [13]. Due to hand blockage, the individual
outages due to SINR degradation and BFR also increase, as
shown in Table III. This is translated into an increase of almost
10% in the MOT value. On the contrary, the MTBO value
remains almost constant. This is because the increase in the
number of outage sessions due to mobility failures, standalone
SINR degradation, and BFR is offset by the decrease in the
number of outage sessions due to successful handovers.

V. CONCLUSION

In this letter, we have introduced two novel KPIs for cellular
mobile networks, namely MOT and MTBO. These KPIs are
inspired by analogous KPIs used in classical reliability theory
to determine the reliability of repairable systems. Adopting
these KPIs can help propel the discussion with respect to user
QoS and QoE to the next stage for 5G networks and beyond.
This is because they link reliability with time, an aspect that
3GPP has so far ignored [3]. By considering a system-level

simulation for an 5G network with a high mobility scenario
with elaborate outage modeling, it is demonstrated that the
novel KPIs offer a new dimension into understanding the
mobility performance of the system. Moreover, it is also shown
that the calculated values of these KPIs can be compared with
the reliability metrics of practical eMBB applications such as
cloud gaming and XR, where MTBO is also an important
metric that should be considered to properly quantify the per-
formance of such applications. It is observed that a difference
of tens of milliseconds in MOT and a few seconds in the
MTBO can lead to different QoS and QoE in such applications,
where latency requirements can be very stringent.
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