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1	Introduction
During RAN4#106, a WF was agreed on NCR RF parameters [1]. In this contribution, we address an issue relating to conformance.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion


NCR types

During RAN4#106, it was agreed that types 1-C, 1-H, 1-O and 2-O need to be specified. There was some discussion on whether it should be possible to declare the type differently on the UE and the network side of the repeater.
There may theoretically be scenarios in which the type may differ. For example, an inside-outside repeater may be build with no connectors on the inside part, but connectors towards an antenna on the outside.

[bookmark: _Toc131967010]There exist scenarios for which the UE side and network side might conceivable be built with different types.

Declaring different types for the UE side and network side would cause complications for conformance testing, however. A repeater needs both an input and an output signal. If one side of the repeater would be e.g. 1-H and the other side 1-O then for the conformance testing, the test description would need to refer to conducted testing for the input and OTA testing for the output. This is quite possible, but would create the need for a third type of conformance test (mixed OTA/conducted input/output). It is not obvious which specification such tests would be placed within (38.115-1 or 38.115-2).
[bookmark: _Toc131967011]Allowing for declaring different NCR types on the BS side and UE side would lead to the need for a new type (conducted + OTA) of conformance test
[bookmark: _Toc131612077]RAN4 should discuss whether the possible usefulness of declaring differently on either side of the repeater would justify the specification complication for the conformance testing.
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Conclusion
In the previous sections we made the following observations: 
Observation 1	There exist scenarios for which the UE side and network side might conceivable be built with different types.
Observation 2	Allowing for declaring different NCR types on the BS side and UE side would lead to the need for a new type (conducted + OTA) of conformance test


Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	RAN4 should discuss whether the possible usefulness of declaring differently on either side of the repeater would justify the specification complication for the conformance testing.
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