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1. Introduction
This WF is to capture the agreement on system parameters discussion in email discussion thread [100-e][305] NR_Repeater_General. The 1st round email discussion is summarized in [1].
2. Way Forward
2.1 Issue 1-1: Pass band definition
Agreement:
The following definition will be captured in the core specification.
Pass band: The frequency range in which the repeater operates in with operational configuration. This frequency range can correspond to one or several consecutive nominal channels. If they are not consecutive each subset of channels shall be considered as an individual pass band. A repeater can have one or several pass bands. All channels within the passband(s) shall belong to a single operator or collaborating operators.	Comment by Huawei-RKy: 
Note (for information only, no need to be captured into specification): The definition of Pass band is used to define RAN4 requirements; it’s not precluded the deployment of broadband low delay repeater systems.

Comments in the 2nd round discussion:
Huawei: Just reading this with foe tooth comb, I’m not sure the purpose of the word nominal here? 
Dictionary definition: “existing as something in name only : not actual or real”
Is this what we mean? It’s not a big deal perhaps but if we don’t need the word then maybe remove it.
CATT: Thanks Huawei for the comments. I checked both BS and UE specs, to be honest, I’m not very clear when should use nominal, when should not. I also checked the explanation of “nominal”. The followings are listed as the meaning.
1. in name only; theoretical: the nominal leader.
2. minimal in comparison with real worth or what is expected; token: a nominal fee.
3. of, relating to, constituting, bearing, or giving a name
4. (Grammar) grammar of or relating to a noun or noun phrase

It seems the first one “theoretical” may be another meaning. So I’m not sure if we should remove it. But I’m ok if all of companies would like to remove it. Let’s see other companies’ views.
Huawei:  It’s probably not a big issue, it just stuck in my head when I read it. Maybe as it’s a definition the passband exists even if actual channels have not been allocated hence they are theoretical or nominal channels. Its ok to keep as is.
CommScope: Our proposal for the last sentence is:
“All channels within the passband(s) shall belong to the operator owning the repeater or potential collaborating operators.”
It should be taken care not to preclude broadband low delay repeater systems; passband definition close to E-UTRA standard.


2.2 Issue 1-2: Co-location requirements for multi-band repeaters
Way forward:
· The following aspects will be analysed in next meeting to define the co-location requirements for multi-band repeaters.
· Co-location scenarios for NR repeaters
· Protect BS (?)
· Protect repeater (?)
· The following requirements will be references, the applicability will be studied.
· LTE repeater co-location requirements.
· NR BS co-located requirements
· Other possible technical issues such as IMD problem can also be analysed.


2.3 Issue 1-3: CACLR and emission requirements
Agreement:
Adopt the behaviour from BS specification for both UL and DL and all repeater classes when multiple passbands are specified in same operating band.

Comments in the 2nd round discussion:
CMCC: this is the general principle for CACLR definition. In email thread [306] some concrete proposals of how to define CACLR are listed.
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2.4 Issue 1-4: Repeaters in share spectrum
Agreement:
Do not introduce repeater support for share spectrum in Rel.17, this can be introduced later.
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