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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_LINK13][bookmark: OLE_LINK20][bookmark: OLE_LINK14][bookmark: OLE_LINK10]Discussion 
2.1. UL output power levels
In last RAN4 meeting, there were some initial discussions on radiated UL power limitation since one power class would be specified with fixed power limitation as agreed. Our original considerations for FR2 output power levels, this could be similar as FR2 IAB-MT without any power limitation, however considering the potential static beam steering capability for FR2 radiated repeater and antenna array size might be not larger enough due to the low cost, therefore it might be also reasonable to have the power limitation similar as FR2 PC1 with baseline assumption as 4x4 antenna array configuration. 
Proposal 1: fine to reuse FR2 PC1 power limits for FR2 lower class repeater;  
1) Radiated UL transmission there are 2 power classes one without a power limit and 1 with a power limit. With the following options on the power limit
a) The power limit uses the same limit as PC1.
b) Other options not precluded.
2.2. ALC
Similar as FR1 conducted ALC requirement, based on our understandings, the concern raised for appropriate ALC/ACG implementation should be taken into account in case of just clipping of output signal instead of retunning Tx gain based on received RSSI within Rx chain Therefore at least one more requirement like EVM requirement should be tested to verify the appropriate implementation of ALC/AGC.
In addition, we think that 2 input levels might be sufficient enough since FR2 receiver dynamic range should be also limited compared FR1. 
Proposal 2: to verify the ALC/AGC functionality of repeater with 2 input levels similar as FR1, both output power and EVM requirement should be tested;
the input levels for the output power (ALC) requirement are :
c) 2 input levels, 1 which achieves maximum output power and one 10dB higher (same as existing repeaters)
d) More power levels?
e) FFS whether other aspects such as EVM, ACLR, OBUE in 1st MHz should be tested with higher output power. Conclusion should be aligned to FR1.
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: fine to reuse FR2 PC1 power limits for FR2 lower class repeater;  
Proposal 2: to verify the ALC/AGC functionality of repeater with 2 input levels similar as FR1, both output power and EVM requirement should be tested;
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