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1   Background
In RAN4#90, the way forward was approved in [1]. The applicability rules for 38.141 will be further discussed. In this contribution, we would like to share our view on this topic.
2   Agreements in way forward
The agreements in the way forward are as follows:

· Capturing of declarations 

· Addition of template to capture declarations.
· Option 1: Use table.
· Option 2: Do not add new table and re-use already present Manufacturer’s declarations table.
· Other options not precluded.
· Where to put declarations template
· Option 1: Performance requirement section
· Option 2: Annex
· Option 3: Do not add new table and re-use already present Manufacturer’s declarations table.
· Other option not precluded
· Possible agreements: 
· Add such reference in next meeting after we have clear agreements.
· Companies are encouraged to provide draftCRs for next meeting on how to capture the declarations required for the applicability rules definitions.
· Referencing of Declarations
· Have a reference to the referred declarations whenever possible. 
· For example:
· “For each subcarrier spacing declared to be supported in Section 4.6, the tests for a specific channel bandwidth shall apply only if the BS supports it.”
3   Discussion
According to the offline and online discussion, the intention is to reuse the existing “manufacturer declarations” table, e.g., Table 4.6-1 in TS38.141-1, for specifying the applicability rule specified or to be specified for BS demodulation performance requirements. The Table has already captured the SCS, bandwidth and etc., which are also used for the applicability.
Two classes of BS are specified in the Table, i.e., BS type 1-C and BS type 1-H. In our views, the BS demodulation performance requirements can be applied for both of them.
In TS38.141-1, the applicability rules for PUSCH demodulation performance requirements are specified or will be specifed in terms of 

· Different subcarrier spacings
· Different channel bandwidths

· Additional DMRS port configurations, i.e., 1+0 or 1+1

· Resource mapping type, i.e., Type A or Type B

The applicability rules for PUCCH demodulation performance requirements are specified or will be specified in terms of 

· Different formats

· Different subcarrier spacings

· Different channel bandwidths

The applicability rules for PRACH demodulation performance requirements are specified or will be specified in terms of 

· Different formats

· Different subcarrier spacings

· Different channel bandwidths.

In our views, the existing declaration table can be reused to keep RF testing and demodulation testing aligned as much as possible. And the existing sub-sections of the applicability rule can also be kept just by adding the reference to the declaration table. Thus we can propose that

Proposal: it is proposed not to add new table and re-use already present Manufacturer’s declarations table for both “addition of template to capture declarations” and “where to put declaration template”.

4   Conclusions
In this contribution, we shared our view on how to capture the declarations for BS demodulation conformance testing. We propose that

Proposal: it is proposed not to add new table and re-use already present Manufacturer’s declarations table for both “addition of template to capture declarations” and “where to put declaration template”.
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