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1	Work plan related evaluation
	Do you want to modify the time budget for this WI/SI compared to what was endorsed at the last RAN meeting?
	No



If you answered No:	Then please remove the Excel file from the zip file of this status report.
If you answered Yes:	Then please fill out the attached Excel template to request a modification of the time 		budgets for your WI /SI. The Excel table has to be filled out for all affected RAN WGs and 		up to the target date of the WI/SI. The basis are the endorsed time budgets of the last 		RAN meeting. Please highlight all changes of the values.
		One time unit (TU) corresponds to ~ 2 hours in the meeting.
		If this status report covers a WI with Core and Performance part, then please have one 		line for each in the attached Excel table.
		Note: If no Excel table is attached, then this means no time budget change.
Additional explanations/motivations for the time budget changes in the attached Excel table:

No TUs are needed for the baseband (RD) part so these are removed from the TU spreadsheet
2.	Detailed progress in RAN WGs since last TSG meeting (for all involved WGs)
	NOTE: Agreements and Open issues impacted cross-TSG aspects shall be explicitly highlighted
2.2	RAN4
2.2.1	Agreements
RAN4#98-Bis-e

Discussion was organized in 2 e-mail threads, one on general issues with the summary in R4-2106150 and one on RF requirements with the summary in R4-2106151.

The following agreements were captured in WFs:

WF on General Issues for Repeaters – R4-2106108
	Multi-band Support
· Repeaters Specifications should cover multi-band support for FR1
· FR2 multi-band support is FFS
· Baseline is that RF requirements for single band shall apply separately to each supported band with exceptions allowed for some requirements for implementations that share components among multiple bands
· Further discuss which exceptions will be allowed are to be discussed in the RF requirements discussion
Impact on neighbor channels
· RF requirements for protection of neighbor channels are needed, details to be discussed in the RF requirements discussion
· Clear definition of pass band is needed
· Candidate requirements: ACLR together with ACRR, out of band gain, absolute ACLR, OBUE
· Other requirements can also be discussed
Specification drafting
· Use referencing for general system level requirements (system parameters) 
· Explicitly define Tx and Rx requirements

WF on Repeater Classes and Types – R4-2106109
	WF on repeater classes for DL (access link)
· Introduce multiple repeater classes for DL(access link)
· FFS on classes classification
· Option 1: WA, MR and LA
· Option 2: WA, MR, LA and home class
· The definition of home class could refer to E-UTRA BS spec and one typical deployment scenario is on high-speed train to provide blanket inside coverage considering the high penetrate loss of carriages.
· Option 3: MR and LA
· Option 4: WA and LA
· WA with unlimited output power and LA with limited output power
· Option 5: low power and high power as defined for LTE repeater
WF on repeater Classes for UL (backhaul link)
· Introduce multiple classes for UL(backhaul link) for FDD and single UL power class for FR1 TDD
· Investigate whether the use cases of FR2 for UL (backhaul link) can be covered with a single power class
· FFS on whether to differentiate classes for DL(access link) and UL (backhaul link) if multiple classes are agreed.
· Option 1: the same classes for both directions
· Option 2: differentiating classes for DL and UL
WF on repeater types
· Introduce multiple types
· FFS whether explicitly define repeater types
· Option 1: Yes
· Option 2: no, implicitly define repeater types by having conducted and radiated requirements
· FFS on types if it is agreed to explicitly define types
· Option 1: 1-C and 2-O
· Option 2: 1-C, 1-H, 1-O and 2-O
· Option 3: 1-H and 2-O

Way Forward on TDD repeaters – R4-2106110
	Synchronization requirement:
There is no need for an explicit synchronization requirement
•	It’s FFS whether sync can be implicitly captured/verified in some requirements i.e. TDD switching requirements.
There is no need to explicitly capture any synchronization method. During the test, SSB can be provided in the test. 
•	Whether repeater will use SSB signal for sync or not up to repeater implementation; no mandating on repeater side to use SSB signal with the present SSB signals during test

Dynamic TDD:
No RAN4 requirements impact on dynamic TDD for repeater in Rel-17 RAN4 repeater WI. 
•	It’s not precluded dynamic TDD can be supported with implementation

Requirements for NSA support:
There is no need to discuss support for NSA and no impact to RAN4 requirements.

Group delay requirement:
		Further analysis required to see what's achievable performance on group delay for repeater and the potential impact on  NW performance. 
• FFS whether group delay requirements needed or not
	  TDD Switching requirement:
It was agreed that a TDD switching requirement is needed at least for on/off mask. The following was agreed in the GTW. It is also notes that discussion on detailed requirements should take place under the RF requirements agenda in future.
TDD Switching Requirement is needed, and detailed requirements will be further discussed under RF requirements agenda.
•	At least On/Off mask requirements will be introduced, FFS whether other additional requirements needed or not
•	FFS how to cover both UL and DL directions for repeater
•	FFS both directions jointly tested or not if repeater support both DL and UL

WF for NR repeater RF requirements – R4-2106112
	WF on AGC/ALC related conducted requirements
No dedicated ALC/AGC requirements are needed at least for the stationary repeater
· FFS on how to verify ALC/AGC actions. One candidate approach is to verify other key requirements e.g. power and emissions related requirements with several input power levels. Then the ALC/AGC would be implicitly tested.
WF on FR1 DL(access link) output power related conducted requirements
Wait for the conclusion of NR repeater classes before the definition of output power for DL(access link). Once it is agreed to define different classes, appropriate power upper limits could be applied to.
· Option 1: Specified upper limits for all repeaters
· Further check whether these upper limits are per carrier or per passband
· Option 2: Reuse the same approach and upper limits as BS, e.g. no upper limits for WA, 38dBm and 24dBm upper limits for MR and LA respectively
· Further check whether these upper limits are per carrier or per passband
· Option 3: Reuse the same approach as BS/IAB, however, further check the upper limits, especially for those classes that don’t have such limits in BS/IAB spec
· Option 4: reuse the same approach as E-UTRA repeater, i.e. output power is based on declaration without any specified power upper limits
WF on FR1 UL(backhaul link) output power related conducted requirements
FFS on UL output power, taking following aspects into consideration
· avoiding performance degradation of other network from the point of UL co-existence
· Relationship to LTE FDD repeater UL power
· near-far effect, which means repeater could only use the same compressed gain to amplify signal from UE far away from repeater because repeater have to compress its gain to guarantee amplified signal from nearby UE is not larger than the maximum value and then the output power could be lower
WF on FR1 UL(backhaul link) output power related conducted requirements
Candidate options for UL output power definition
· Option 1: Specified upper limits for all repeaters
· Option 2: not exceeding existing UE power class
· Option 3: exceeding existing UE power class 
· Option 4: reusing the same approach as E-UTRA repeater for both TDD UL and FDD UL, i.e. output power is based on declaration without any power upper limits
· Option 5: reusing the same approach as E-UTRA repeater only for FDD UL, i.e. output power is based on declaration without any power upper limits specification 
· Option 6: reusing the same approach as BS/IAB, however, further check the upper limits, especially for those classes that don’t have such limits in BS/IAB spec
WF on FR1 power tolerance related conducted requirements
Wait for the conclusion of class definitions and power limits
· FFS on whether reuse the same power tolerance requirements as E-UTRA repeater spec or not
WF on FR1 ACLR related conducted requirements
FFS on ACLR or some equivalent requirements to match the same adjacent channel protection as NR/IAB spec. 
· FFS on whether existing BS OBUE and EVM requirements could sufficiently cover ACLR requirements or not?
· The equivalent requirements may include modified OBUE requirements and absolute ACLR.
· FFS on how to set either absolute ACLR or modified OBUE or both of these two requirements as equivalent requirements. These two requirements are similar absolute metrics with narrower adjacent channel instead of the whole channel BW.
· It is suggested to embark on technical analysis instead of simulation at first. 
WF on FR1 spurious related conducted requirements
· The same spurious emission requirements as BS spec still apply to DL(access link). 
· FFS on whether it could be reused for UL(backhaul link) , especially for FDD
· NR repeater spurious emission could include general spurious emission, co- location with other base stations, Co-existence with other systems in the same geographical area, Protection of BS receiver for FDD operating band, regional and regulation related requirements.
· Only Tx spurious emission is sufficient and Rx spurious emission is not necessary for FDD repeater.
· FFS on whether Rx spurious emission is necessary for TDD repeater.
WF on FR1 frequency deviation related requirements
The frequency deviation of the output signal with respect to the input signal shall be no more than ±0.01 ppm for FR1. 
			- Further consider if it’s absolute error or relative error.
	WF on FR1 EVM related conducted requirements
· FFS on EVM
· whether to define EVM limits or based on manufacture’s declaration. 
· FFS on which modulation up to 256QAM is feasible
· FFS to differentiate different modulation schemes for DL and UL respectively
· FFS on only one EVM level or more than one levels. If multiple EVM levels are agreed, the modulation schemes are based on declaration or not?
· FFS on whether to define more stringent requirements than current spec or not
WF on FR1 input intermodulation related conducted requirements
Take the same approach of E-UTRAN repeater as baseline including general requirements, co-existence and co-location requirements. 
· FFS on whether some adjustment is necessary or not, e.g. frequency offset
WF on FR1 output intermodulation related conducted requirements
Take BS Transmitter intermodulation requirement as the baseline for DL (access link) with 30dB coupling loss assumption when define interfering signal level.
· FFS on output intermodulation for UL (backhaul link)
WF on FR1 ACRR related conducted requirements
Take E-UTRA repeater specification as the baseline when define ACRR requirement for NR repeater.
· FFS on whether consider the adjacent channel within the passband
· The effect of NR bandwidths wider than E-UTRA is FFS
WF on FR1 out of band gain related conducted requirements
FFS on out of band gain requirements
· FFS on whether take E-UTRA repeater spec as the baseline.  
· FFS on whether to update assumptions considering higher output power is assumed for NR repeater
· FFS on co-located out of band gain requirement. 
· Which kind of co-located requirement is preferred? No requirements, optional requirements or mandatory requirements?
· FFS on the necessity of co-existence simulation. 
· Whether only technical analysis is sufficient
· FFS on how to define coupling loss and power of another transmitter, some candidate options
· Options 1: only considering donor coupling loss as E-UTRA repeater spec
· Option 2: Base on assumed MCL to another transmitter with the same output power as a BS 
WF on FR1 out of band gain related conducted requirements
FFS on out of band gain requirements
· FFS on whether take E-UTRA repeater spec as the baseline.  
· FFS on whether to update assumptions considering higher output power is assumed for NR repeater
· FFS on co-located out of band gain requirement. 
· Which kind of co-located requirement is preferred? No requirements, optional requirements or mandatory requirements?
· FFS on the necessity of co-existence simulation. 
· Whether only technical analysis is sufficient
· FFS on how to define coupling loss and power of another transmitter, some candidate options
· Options 1: only considering donor coupling loss as E-UTRA repeater spec
· Option 2: Base on assumed MCL to another transmitter with the same output power as a BS 
WF on FR1 TDD OFF related conducted requirements
FFS on TDD OFF requirements
· Further discussion on whether TDD OFF requirements are necessary
· Further discussion on how to define these requirements. One candidate option is verifying these requirements switching time requirements
WF on FR1 REFSENSE or equivalent conducted requirements
FFS on REFSENSE or equivalent conducted requirements
· FFS on whether these requirements are needed or not
· The candidate requirements include 
· NF
· Minimum input value
WF on FR2 DL(access link) power related requirements
· At least define TRP requirements for FR2 repeater. 
· FFS on EIRP requirements
· Output power for FR2 repeater is based on declaration without upper limit in DL(access link)
· TRP accuracy requirement for DL(access link) should be the same as BS spec
· FFS on conformance test.
WF on FR2 UL(backhaul link) power related requirements
FFS on FR2 UL(backhaul link) output power in terms of TRP , taking following aspects into consideration
· based on declaration without upper limit or not
WF on FR2 ALC related requirements
FFS on FR2 ALC requirements, taking following aspects into consideration
· whether to implicitly specify ALC requirements or not
· ALC may be only needed in context of limiting maximum output power, unwanted emissions and output signal quality with high-power input signal that leads to gain limits
WF on FR2 ACLR or some equivalent requirements
FFS on relative ACLR or some equivalent requirements to match the same adjacent channel protection as NR/IAB spec. 
· FFS on whether existing BS OBUE and EVM requirements could sufficiently cover ACLR requirements or not?
· The equivalent requirements may include modified OBUE requirements and absolute adjacent channel emissions power.
· FFS on how to set either absolute ACLR or modified OBUE or both of these two requirements as equivalent requirements. These two requirements are similar absolute metrics with narrower adjacent channel instead of the whole channel BW.
	WF on FR2 Tx spurious requirements
· At least for DL, the same spurious emissions requirements as BS could be reused for NR repeater including category A/B and protection of ESS.
· FSS on whether these same requirements could still apply to UL?
· Rx spurious emission is not necessary for FR2 repeater.
WF on FR2 frequency deviation requirements
The frequency deviation of the output signal with respect to the input signal shall be no more than [±0,01] PPM for FR2.
			- Further consider if it’s absolute error or relative error.
	WF on FR2 out of band gain requirements
FFS on out of band gain, taking following aspects into consideration
· deployment scenarios and expected repeater gain etc.
· FFS on whether only reasonable analysis is sufficient or extra simulation is also required.
WF on FR2 EVM requirements
			FFS on FR2 EVM definition, taking following aspects into consideration
· whether explicitly define EVM limits or based on repeater manufacture’s declaration. 
· which modulation up to 256QAM(DL) and 64QAM(UL) is feasible
· whether to differentiate different modulation scheme for DL and UL respectively
· only one EVM level or more than one level. If multiple EVM levels are agreed, the modulation schemes are based on repeater manufacture’s declaration or not?
· whether to define more stringent requirements than current spec or not
WF on FR2 input IMD requirements
FFS on input IMD
· Further check whether to define input IMD for FR2
· Further check whether this requirement could be based on FR2 BS receiver intermodulation
WF on FR2 output IMD requirements
FFS on output IMD
· Further check whether to define output IMD for FR2


RAN4#98-Bis-e

Discussion was organized in 2 e-mail threads, one on general issues with the summary in R4-2108690 and one on RF requirements with the summary in R4-2108691.

The following agreements were captured in WFs:

WF on Repeater System Parameters – R4-2108626

	Multi-band Support in FR2
· Do not specify multi-band requirements for FR2
Requirements Related to Multiband Support
· For multi-band operation of the NR repeaters, requirements for Inter RF Bandwidth gaps need to be considered from the perspective of ACLR/CACLR, OBUE, etc. Other requirements can be further identified in the RF requirements discussions. 
· For spurious emissions, multi-band exceptions/exclusions need to be specified for each supported operating band
Pass Band Definition
· Pass band is defined as follows:
· 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. 
Repeater Channel Bandwidth
· Channel Bandwidth is not needed in the repeater specifications
· If a suitable way to use channel BW is found during the discussion of RF requirements, this agreement can be revisited.
· Pass band will be used as a reference in the specifications for defining bandwidth dependent requirements
· If a suitable way to use the pass band as reference is not found, this agreement can be revisited
· FFS how exactly the pass band will be used as a reference
Channel and Sync Raster
· Channel and Sync raster is not needed in the repeater specifications
· UE/BS specifications can be referenced for repeaters that would employ the SSB for synchronization
· FFS how the UE/BS specifications would be referenced (e.g. if some Note in the repeater specifications is enough)
Repeater Transmit Bandwidth
· Transmit Bandwidth is not needed in the repeater specifications
· Pass band will be as a reference in the specifications for defining requirements dependent on the transmit bandwidth
· If a suitable way to use the pass band as reference is not found, this agreement can be revisited
· FFS how exactly the pass band will be used as a reference
Addition of New Bands
· New Bands will be added in the repeater specifications at the same time with the BS/UE specifications
· Bands requiring new general requirements(e.g. new passband) will be handled separately
· FFS what the framework for such bands should be
Channel Spacing
· Channel Spacing is not needed in the repeater specifications

WF on Repeater Classes and Types – R4-2108082

WF on repeater classes for DL (access link)
· Agreement: at least 2 classes as the baseline for at least FR1 
· Also introduce for FR2 if there is any differentiation in DL related requirements between the scenarios/classes. If no requirement differentiation between scenarios, no need for FR2 downlink scenarios/classes.
· Class for [Local area/Pico deployment] shall be introduced
· FFS whether [Medium/Micro] ,[wide area/Macro] and /or [Home/Femto] can be introduced  
· Further discuss on 
· how to differentiate the 2 (or 3) classes:
· use the similar same approach as BS/IAB class definition with deployment scenario (e.g. Local Area, Medium Range, Wide Area); Further discuss the associated deployment scenario with Repeater class definition 
· whether a 3rd class is also needed depending on whether FR1 (or FR2).
· Further discuss on co-existence of the proposed classes
WF on repeater Classes for FR1 FDD/TDD UL (backhaul link)
· Agreement: at least 2 classes as the baseline
· Class for [LA/Pico deployment] will be included
· FFS for other class(es)
· The same principle of how to define/differentiate class also apply for FR1 TDD UL
· Further discuss on 
· how to differentiate the 2 classes
· use the similar approach as IAB class definition with deployment scenario description (e.g. planned/unplanned with a subset of WA/MR/LA) ; Further discuss the associated deployment scenario with Repeater UL class definition 
· whether a 3rd class is also needed.
WF on repeater Classes for FR2 UL (backhaul link)
· Agreement
· Introduce two classes, one class with maximum power limited by PC1 and the other without power limit
· Further discuss on how to define class
· Option 1: Similar approach to IAB; i.e. formal class definition (e.g. MR) with deployment scenario description (e.g. planned/unplanned); Further discuss the associated deployment scenario with Repeater UL class definition 
WF on relationship between repeater classes for DL and UL TX
· Agreement: UL(BS side for UL transmission ) and DL (UE side for DL transmission) classes(or what definition/differentiation will be used) are decoupled. 
· Further discuss if receiver requirements also need to be differentiated.
WF on repeater types
· Agreement: Introduce types 1-C and 2-O
· further discuss if 1-H or 1-O is also needed or at least try to have some decision criteria for introduction of 1-H; and make decision on the necessity of introduction of  1-H and 1-O in Rel-17 repeater WI in August RAN4 meeting

WF on Repeater Requirements for TDD – R4-2108083

	TDD switching requirement
· The following figure is taken as a baseline
· To elaborate further:
· How to differentiate the two directions (UL/DL) in the diagram and the requirements ?
· How to measure gain switching ?
· Stimulus signal should remain ON for the whole time or also switch ON/OFF at TDD switching times?
· How to specify requirement to avoid stimulus signal power being measured (for OTA) ?
· Are the above questions only conformance or are they relevant for how the core requirement is specified?
· Whether there is any requirement impact from the connection between DL switching occasion and UL switching occasion or can they be treated independently ?
· Whether the test can be merged to other requirements such as output power, off power, EVM, etc
· Further refine the figure is not excluded. Repeater gain for DL and UL can be different.
· How to name the requirement.
[image: ]
Group delay requirement
· Is a group delay requirement needed ?
· Would a group delay requirement or excessively long group delay constrain certain implementations or deployments ?
· Should a group delay requirement apply only to an integrated repeater ?

WF on emission related conducted requirements – R4-2108629

Downlink ACLR and CACLR
· ACLR or some equivalent requirements are required to meet the same adjacent channel protection as NR spec for DL. And 45dB BS relative ACLR value could be taken as the basis for DL NR repeater. 
· Wait for the conclusion of output power before defining relative ACLR or equivalent absolute limits. For the equivalent absolute limit, further check the measurement granularity. The OBUE over finer measurement granularity and total absolute emission limits over the whole adjacent channel BW are the candidate options.
· Define the non-adjacent carrier CACLR and non-adjacent pass band CACLR.
Uplink ACLR
· Wait for the UL output power before define UL ACLR. Regarding for relative limit or equivalent absolute limit, the same approach as DL could be reused. 
OBUE and/or SEM
· The related OBUE and SEM requirement to ACLR requirements and wait for the conclusion of ACLR requirements.
Spurious emissions
· reuse the same general spurious requirements for category B for UL.
· define receiver spurious for TDD repeater

WF on other RF conducted requirements and power related requirements – R4-2108630

WF on conducted output power
· Wait for the conclusion of class definition before defining DL and UL FR1 output power
WF on radiated output power
· For DL, EIRP accuracy requirement is necessary and further check whether it’s gain accuracy or power accuracy.
· For DL, it is approved to simplify directional requirements with the assumption of fixed antenna gain. The details are FFS and further check whether a single measurement direction instead of 5 is sufficient.
· For UL, define TRP and EIRP requirements for FR2. The details of output power are FFS and wait for the conclusion of class definition.
WF on ALC requirements
· No dedicated requirements for FR2 ALC.
· Certain RF requirements should be met with a reasonable over powered input signal to verify ALC for both FR1 and FR2
· The detail of ALC verification is FFS
WF on frequency stability requirements
· The frequency deviation of the output signal with respect to the input signal shall be no more than ±0.01 for both FR1 and FR2.
WF on EVM requirements
· EVM may be declared, or declared from a set of limits or have a single limit. 
· If there would be a set of limits, the set EVM limits are the same for DL and UL (except for low EVM levels associated with 256QAM). 
· Whether the same declaration would be made for DL and UL is FFS. 
· Whether EVM is directly associated to modulation orders is FFS. 
· 256 QAM needs further discussion.
WF on REFSENSE related requirements
· No REFSENSE requirement is need and further discuss whether following requirements are necessary or not.
· define output power level with no input signal during ON period
· minimum input level
· NF
WF on input IMD requirements
· For general IMD requirement, the first interference signal is CW. FFS about the second one, taking into consideration of how to reflect the real field conditions and how to capture any variations over frequency. For the second interference type,
· Option 1: one CW signal that is swept in frequency to reflect frequency variation
· Option 2: modulated signal with the carrier bandwidth to reflect the real field conditions
· For co-located and co-existence IMD requirements it is suggested to take E-UTRA repeater spec as the baseline. Baseline here means that the power in the pass band shall not increase with more than 10 dB at the output of the repeater as measured in the centre of the pass band, compared to the level obtained without interfering signals applied. Further check whether the same interference types, interference level and interference frequency offset as in E-UTRA repeater spec are still applicable.
WF on ACRR requirements
· ACRR requirements should be defined for NR repeater and the details are FFS.
· Further discuss the interference source assumption for ACRR requirements
· Option 1: nearby interferer source closer to the repeater than donor BS. 
· Option 2: interferer source with the same power and same distance as donor BS.
WF on out of band gain requirements
· take E-UTRA repeater spec as the baseline and baseline here means that we need to double check that the levels are robust enough considering following aspects and tighten the levels if needed.
· Amplification of unwanted emissions from co-located equipment outside of the passband
· Amplification and distortion of other operators’ carriers just outside of the passband
· Amplification of unwanted emissions from other equipment inside of the passband
· The impact of amplifying other operators’ carriers if they are inside the passband
· For co-location out of band gain requirements, manufacturer shall declare the operating bands with which co-location is possible

WF on emission related radiated requirements – R4-2108090

WF on DL ACLR and DL CACLR
· ACLR or some equivalent requirements are required for DL to meet the same adjacent channel protection as NR spec. Wait for the output power before ACLR definition and modified OBUE, absolute ACLR are both the candidates for ACLR definition.
· Based on the outcome of ACLR discussion, corresponding requirements are specified for non-adjacent carrier CACLR and non-adjacent pass-band CACLR
WF on UL ACLR and UL CACLR
· Wait for the conclusion of output power before UL ACLR definition
· After output power requirements are defined consider at least following options
· BS ACLR is applied
· Same absolute ACLR, if defined, is applied for DL and UL
WF and OBUE/SEM
· OBUE and SEM are related to ACLR requirements and appropriate requirements depends on conclusion for ACLR
WF on spurious emissions for UL
· FFS whether
· The BS general spurious requirement in FR2 for category A and B is applicable for NR repeaters in FR2 UL
· The additional spurious emission requirements for EESS protection in UE specification are specified for NR repeater as regional requirements without applying NS concept.

WF on other RF radiated requirements – R4-2108632

Tx intermodulation
· No need to define output IMD requirements for FR2.
Rx intermodulation
· For general IMD requirement, the first interference signal is CW, FFS about the second one.
Out of band gain
· It is suggested to consider following factors when defining out of band gain
· Signal from the donor node
· The unwanted signals from other nodes or systems 
· The wanted signals from other nodes or systems.


2.2.2	Remaining Open issues
Repeater RF requirements


3.	Detailed progress in SA/CT WGs since last TSG meeting (for all involved WGs)
NOTE: This section only needs to be filled in for WI/SIs where there is a corresponding relevant WI/SI in SA/CT. 
3.1	SAx/CTs
3.1.1	Agreements with cross-TSG impacts
3.1.2	Remaining Open issues with cross-TSG impacts
NOTE: This section should also flag any critical dependencies that need TSG attention. 
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