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1 Introduction

This document presents the summary of email approval [100b-e-NR-UEFeatures-IAB-01] during RAN1 #100bis-e. According to the Chairman’s Notes:
	[100b-e-NR-UEFeatures-IAB-01] Email discussion/approval of proposal 1 in R1-2001866 till 4/24 – Ralf (ATT)


The following was discussed and agreed during RAN1 #100bis-e within the scope of [100b-e-NR-UEFeatures-IAB-01] “Email discussion/approval of Proposal 1 in R1-2001866” [1].
The following will be removed from the final document, however, in the meantime, please take note of this guidance of the RAN1 MCC technical officer:
	W.r.t the naming convention, the following suggestion […] may be helpful to keep the previous company’s name (only the most recent one) in the filename, so that we can easily tell which previous version this is based on, and may solve the issue when there are crossing emails.
e.g. something like the following:

5_Incoming_Liaison_Statements/Summary-1_v1-LG

5_Incoming_Liaison_Statements/Summary-1_v2-LG-CATT

5_Incoming_Liaison_Statements/Summary-1_v2-LG-vivo

5_Incoming_Liaison_Statements/Summary-1_v3-CATT-HWHiSi


2 Summary of Email Approval [100b-e-NR-UEFeatures-IAB-01]
The following is the proposal in [1] for approval in this email discussion:
FL Proposal 1 (high priority): Inform RAN3 of the following IAB-DU features and add references(s) in 38.306 in order to indicate any links between IAB-MT and IAB-DU features (e.g. if they should be supported jointly)
· Inter-IAB-node discovery and measurements: SSB transmission Configuration: Support up to 4 STCs configured for an IAB node DU per cell per frequency location, including IAB-specific SSB transmission periodicities

· Extension of RACH occasions and periodicities for backhaul RACH resources: Support RACH configuration separately from the RACH configuration for UE access, including new IAB-specific offset and scaling factors

· IAB node non-TDM multiplexing capability: TDM not required between IAB-MT and IAB-DU functions 

· UL-Flexible-DL slot formats: Support semi-static and dynamic configuration/indication of UL-Flexible-DL slot formats for IAB-DU resources 

· Dynamic indication of soft resource availability: Support DCI Format 2_5 based indication of soft resource availability to an IAB node 

· FFS: Case 1 OTA timing alignment: Support IAB-DU DL timing alignment with parent node based on  [image: image1.png](N7a + N1a ofiset) " Te/2 + Tyeita




Companies are asked to provide their views and comments in the following table.
	Company
	Comments/Questions/Suggestions

	Huawei
	1. We would like to understand the motivation of sending the DU feature list to RAN3. Particularly, what do RAN1 expect RAN3 to do with the list of DU features? Given that the typical way to handle DU capabilities is via OAM, it is not clear what RAN3 will do it differently for IAB since it is still a network node. We suggest at least adding a note: how to handle IAB-DU features should be up to RAN3 decision.
2. We are not sure about adding reference(s) in 38.306 since we have not yet agreed to capture the IAB-MT feature in 38.306. RAN2 is discussing how to capture the IAB-MT features into the specification. The formality issue does not seem to be urgent at the moment. We can focus on the RAN1 related feature lists first.  

	Ericsson
	1. MT and DU are two different entities and RAN2 has agreed that the DU-MT interaction within the IAB should rather not be specified [R2-1912001, RAN2#107 meeting report]. For that reason, we are hesitant to introduce links between MT and DU within the same node. DU features are configured via F1 by the CU or by OAM whereas the MT is configured via RRC signaling.
2. If there is a list, then feature group 20-8 (Provisioning of Guard symbols) should be included in this list, if agreed on. IAB-DU Resource Configuration (Per-cell D/U/F resource type configuration + H/S/NA attributes per-resource type) should also be included.

	Intel
	We are also not very sure about where those DU feature list should be sent and to include in the specifications. 

	ZTE, Sanechips
	After a second thought, we now also feel a bit strange for RAN3 to have the DU feature but RAN1/RAN2 do not have any DU behavior specified.  

	AT&T
	· For the same reason that defining IAB-MT features is important for multi-vendor interoperability and network testing of different features, IAB-DU features are also needed. Whether the features are indicated by F1/OAM and what specification will be used to capture them can certainly be left to RAN3 and it would be appropriate to include that in the agreement/LS text. Also we disagree that DU behavior is not described in physical layer specifications – soft resources indicated by the DU Resource Configuration is one example in 38.213.

· We agree with the points raised by Ericsson in their second bullet

· As to the link between MT and DU features, we think it is beneficial, but concede this aspect can be discussed after the DU features are defined and the specification impact is more clear



	Nokia, NSB
	We agree with Huawei and Ericsson that there is no clear benefit in sending a feature list to RAN3 at this point. Priority should be given to finalizing the RAN1 feature list in the given (short) time.

	NTT DOCOMO
	We are also not sure that RAN3 would handle the DU feature.
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