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Introduction
The last eMeeting’s discussion and WF of the UE demodulation and CSI requirements for RedCap topic are captured in the summary [1] and WF [2].
[bookmark: _Hlk95307581][bookmark: _Hlk44430428]In this contribution, we will express our views on the open issues related to PDSCH requirements. 

Discussion on PDSCH requirements
Additional PDSCH requirements
In WF ‎[2], it was agreed to define PDSCH demodulation requirements for RedCap UE. 
Regarding additional PDSCH demodulation requirements, two options were discussed:
	Additional PDSCH demodulation requirements
· Option 1: Focus on definition of minimum set of requirements, discussed in Topic #2, to verify the mandatory features. RAN4 discuss other requirements once it is stable, and the performance part TU is allowed.
· Option 2: Not define the additional PDSCH demodulation requirements other than the candidates discussed in 2.1, in Rel-17 RedCap


In our view, as commented during RAN4 #102-e, we neither support defining PDSCH requirements for HST scenario nor for CRS-IM advanced receivers for Rel-17 RedCap UE. Both scenarios seem incompatible with the “reduced capability/complexity”, reduced cost, low power consumption, and “light” implementation goals of NR_redcap.  Thus, we continue to support option 1.
Albeit that the differences between option 1 and option 2 are not very clear.
	Focus on definition of minimum set of requirements, discussed in Topic #2, to verify the mandatory features. RAN4 to potentially discuss other requirements once mandatory requirements are stable and pending remaining performance part TUs.


256QAM
Regarding the test cases with 256QAM, three options were discussed:
	Define 256QAM demodulation requirements or not
· Option 1: Specify 256QAM demodulation requirements for FR1 only
· Candidate test setup: 
· TS38.101-4 5.2.2.1.1-3 Test 1-3 for FDD 15kHz 
· TS38.101-4 5.2.2.2.1-3 Test 1-3 for TDD 30kHz
· FFS the MCS for 1Rx case
· Option 2: Not to specify 256QAM demodulation requirements.
· Option 3: Discuss whether to specify the requirements for FR1 once we stabilize the discussion on requirements for mandatory features.



256 QAM is not a mandatory feature for RedCap UE, as stated explicitly in the WID [3]:
	· Relaxed maximum modulation order:
· Support of 256QAM in DL is optional (instead of mandatory) for an FR1 RedCap UE.
· No other relaxations of maximum modulation order are specified for a RedCap UE.



As such testing for 256QAM should not be mandatory. 
Since there are already a lot of test cases which make the workload high, we propose to not use 256 QAM in the requirement definition.
 Support for 256QAM is optional feature for RedCap UE in FR1.
 Do not specify 256QAM demodulation requirements.


Conclusion
In this contribution we have provided our views on open issues for RedCap [3] related to PDSCH requirements.
We have made the following observation and proposals:
1. 	Focus on definition of minimum set of requirements, discussed in Topic #2, to verify the mandatory features. RAN4 to potentially discuss other requirements once mandatory requirements are stable and pending remaining performance part TUs.
1. Support for 256QAM is optional feature for RedCap UE in FR1.
 Do not specify 256QAM demodulation requirements.
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