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Introduction
[bookmark: OLE_LINK2]In the past RAN4 meetings, there were lots of discussion on repeater conducted output power and emission requirements and there were lots of open issues left for further discussions. Therefore in this contribution, we want to share some further considerations on those remaining open issues.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK10][bookmark: OLE_LINK14][bookmark: OLE_LINK20][bookmark: OLE_LINK13]Discussion 
2.4. EVM 
As mentioned in the companion contribution [3], the same principle of FR1 would be applied, therefore we suggest to have following proposals:
Proposal 1: for repeater DL supporting 256QAM, 3.5% EVM requirement should be applied; for repeater supporting QPSK, 16QAM and 64QAM, 8% EVM requirement should be applied;
Proposal 2: for repeater UL supporting QPSK, 16QAM and 64QAM, 8% EVM requirement should be applied;

3)	EVM and modulation order - this is the same issue as conducted, the radiated requirements will follow the decision taken for conducted.
4)	EVM value – will follow the same approach as for conducted

2.4. Noise floor 
For FR2 radiated repeater, this story might be a bit different from FR1 since there are no accessible port for receiver noise floor testing, therefore we think that only option 3 should be feasible for FR2. 
Proposal 3: propose to use option 3 for FR2 NF testing; 
The potential options for defining NF requirements if dedicated NF requirements introduced:
· Option 1: NF
· Option 2: maximum passband output power level with no input signal
· Option 3: minimum input level with which output signal quality achieved 
2.5. Rx IMD 
For issue 3-1, based on the existing requirement defined in TS 36.106, the input IMD requirement is to generate the 
3rd order intermodulation product is positioned in the centre of the pass band for general IMD, However if we follow the existing RAN4 FR2 BS RX IMD requirements, then 3rd order intermodulation should be positioned next to carrier edge based on the freq offset definition, therefore we think that it cannot be reused directly without any updates. In order to avoid the further complicated standardization efforts to retunning frequency offset of interfering signal to align with center of pass band, we still propose to use two CW signals. 
Proposal 4: propose to use two CW signals with 0.1W with intermodulation product is positioned in the centre of the pass band.;   
1)	There will be 1 CW and 1 modulated interferer
2)	The BW, freq offset and levels are to be discussed next meeting – companies are encouraged to contribute.

Conclusions
In this contribution, we want to share some further considerations on those remaining open issues of conducted repeater and proposals are made as following:
Proposal 1: for repeater DL supporting 256QAM, 3.5% EVM requirement should be applied; for repeater supporting QPSK, 16QAM and 64QAM, 8% EVM requirement should be applied;
Proposal 2: for repeater UL supporting QPSK, 16QAM and 64QAM, 8% EVM requirement should be applied;
Proposal 3: propose to use option 3 for FR2 NF testing; 
Proposal 4: propose to use two CW signals with 0.1W with intermodulation product is positioned in the centre of the pass band.; 
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