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1. Introduction
In RAN#97-e, the WI on NR network-controlled repeater is approved in [1]. For the detailed scope, given the different views, the following two points are highlighted for further check in this meeting:
	4.1	Objective of SI or Core part WI or Testing part WI
Note: Power control aspect will be checked in RAN#98e.
4.2	Objective of Performance part WI
Note-2: The demodulation requirement can be checked in RAN#98e.


In this contribution, views on each aspect are shared with corresponding analysis.
2. Discussion on the pending scope of NR NCR
0. 
1. 
2. 
2.1. Power control as side control information
As highlighted in the RAN1#97-e meeting, the discussion on whether to support power control as one of side control information (SCI), has been conducted as the 2nd priority in the SI phase without consensus, even based on the evaluation results as captured in [2].  In the RAN#97-e, the main concerns from companies on supporting power control in this release are the unclear benefits/use case and workload.  
In our view, the overall situation for these two aspects are unchanged. For example, given the current framework of NCR, the mechanism for power control is mainly to enable the power adaptation at least for the UL of backhaul-link and DL of access-link. For the former one, since sharing channel condition is expected between C-link and backhaul link, the needs to introduce additional power control mechanism is unclear, even different beams may be used.  For the DL part, since the NCR-Fwd may also be able to forward the data from other cells/frequency range by implementation, which is different as the C-link, without sufficient information and measurement results, it’s hard to enable dynamic power control properly. Meanwhile, benefits on top of support of beam indication for both FR1 and FR2 should be further justified.
Regarding the workload, although good progress has been achieved in RAN1 as shown in [3], there are still remaining issues for the upcoming RAN1 meeting. With introduction of this aspect, there is risk to delay the completion of WI. 
Then, in our view, the power control part can be precluded in this release with potential enhancement in future.
Proposal 1: Power control is not supported as side control information for NCR in Rel-18.
2.2. Demodulation requirement of C-link for NCR-MT
For this aspect, according to the overall progress from RAN1 and RAN2, it seems reasonable to define the demod requirement impacts from RAN4 perspective to check the performance of C-link for NCR-MT in order to ensure the performance for controlling. For example, since the side control information will be carried by the PDSCH and DCI via the C-link, at least these two channels can be evaluated by taking following assumptions as an example:
	2.3. NCR-MT - PDSCH
· MCS:
· FFS for Rel-18 NCR-MT. Except for the 16QAM, 64QAM and 256QAM, considering the limited traffic demand for NCR-MT, lower order modulation scheme can also be supported. 
· Rel-16/17 MCS
· Keep prior agreements that do not include any Rel-16/17 UE demod requirements
· Mapping type
· Only keep PDSCH performance requirements for mapping Type-A.
· PRB bundling size
· Keep prior agreements that only keep requirements with PRB bundling size 2.
· Enhanced Receiver
· Skip PDSCH cases for enhanced receiver Type 1.
Definition of such requirements in future releases is not precluded.
· Overlapped CSI-RS
· Skip PDSCH cases for CSI-RS overlapped with PDSCH.
· Co-existence with LTE CRS
· Skip PDSCH cases for co-existence with LTE CRS.

2.4. NCR-MT - PDCCH
· Aggregation Level
· Include all TDD PDCCH requirements with potential exceptions.
· FFS for FDD PDCCH requirements; 
· Test parameter specification simplification
· Simplified test parameter specification simplification, FFS the details:
· No need to specify SSB, TRS, CSI-RS in the test parameters and FRCs.
· Propagation condition
· Apply same approach as PDSCH. 


Therefore, if RAN4 workload allows, it can be considered to define demodulation performance requirements for C-link of NCR.
Proposal 2: Depending on RAN4 workload, discuss whether to define demodulation performance requirements for C-link of an NCR.
3. Conclusions 
In this contribution, the views on the pending scope for WI on NR NCR are elaborated with following proposals.
Proposal 1: Power control is not supported as side control information for NCR in Rel-18.
Proposal 2: Depending on RAN4 workload, discuss whether to define demodulation performance requirements for C-link of an NCR.
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