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1. Introduction
This contribution provides our further analysis for the remaining issues of FR1 emission requirements according to the WF. Some of the analyses also apply to FR2.
2. Discussion
2.1 ACLR and CACLR
For ACLR, the open issues are whether local area ACLR reuses UE PC2 or PC3 requirements. Our understanding is that reusing UE PC2 requirements is more reasonable because the cascaded ACLR performance is worse than the single part’s ACLR performance. So more stringent requirement is safer from system performance point of view.
Proposal 1: For repeater UL, local area ACLR reuse PC2 UE requirement.
For CACLR, there’re the following open issues.
· Apply CACLR requirement in the gaps between passbands for both DL and UL
· FFS the multi operating band cases
FFS whether there are some exceptions that doesn’t need CACLR requirements, e.g. narrow gaps
For CACLR requirement, our understanding is that reusing BS approach is reasonalble.
Proposal 2: Reuse BS approach to handle CACLR requirements for non-contiguous and multi-band requirements.
2.2 OBUE
For OBUE, the open issue is as following in the WF,
FFS whether inside passband OBUE requirements or other requirements needed for DL and UL for the case with non-full passband transmission.
As the pass band concept is very similar with BS BWcontinuous and there’s no OBUE requirement inside BWcontinuous, our understanding is that the same approach should be used.
Proposal 3: No inside pass band OBUE requirement is defined for repeater.
2.3 Uplink regional spurious emission
For the uplink regional requirements, the requirements definition is still not very clear according to the WF in last meeting:
Additional regional emission requirements as in UE spec should be [defined in repeater spec] or [declared by vendor to compliant with regional requirements]. 
· No A-MPR requirement is required for repeater.
· FFS Whether to define NS signaling.
FFS whether would the manufacturer declare one power level for general requirements and another level for more stringent requirement
In our understanding, the regional spurious emission requirements for UE may not be easy to be defined for repeater. There’re 27 additional spurious requirements in TS 38.101-1and the source regulations are not very easy to be tracked. So we think the best way for this is to leave it to the regulations and implementation as handled in IAB-MT. If it’s really need to be defined, it can be based declaration and UE emission levels requirements can be refered. However, how to refer the clauses in UE is another problem because UE specs are based on NS signalling which can’t be understood by repeater.
Proposal 4: UL regional spurious emission requirements are based on declaration and the details can be left to implementation.
3. Conclusion
This contribution discussed the remaining issues of FR1 emission requirements. We have the following proposals,
Proposal 1: For repeater UL, local area ACLR reuse PC2 UE requirement.
Proposal 2: Reuse BS approach to handle CACLR requirements for non-contiguous and multi-band requirements.
Proposal 3: No inside pass band OBUE requirement is defined for repeater.
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