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1. Introduction 
In 3GPP RAN2#119e meeting, we discussed mobility enhancement for mobile IAB and have reached the agreements as follows.
· The method of not broadcasting “iab-Support” indication, is sufficient to prevent other IAB-node from accessing mobile IAB (without further spec impact).
· R2 assumes RACH-less procedure may be considered for on-board RRC_CONNECTED UEs, which are to be handed over together with the mobile IAB-node (would depend also on the assumptions for UL synch). 
· R2 assumes that CHO or delayed RRC config could be the baseline for group mobility (FFS if could be applicable for mobility of IAB MT), i.e. with a preparation in advance (not immediately) of the execution. 

In this contribution, we discuss the group mobility for mobile IAB and corresponding changes for Rel-18 mobile IAB. 
2. Discussion

2.1. Group mobility for mobile IAB
IAB nodes in Rel-16/17 are deployed at a fixed place and require limited mobility. Mobile-IAB-nodes mounted on vehicles, for example, will provide 5G coverage/capacity enhancement to onboard UEs. In this scenario, all onboard UEs will move together with the mobile IAB node, which provides a perfect use case for group mobility where all the serving UEs together with the relay node will move from one serving node to another serving node. Group mobility is known for its control signalling reduction as well as less impact to serving UEs.
In Rel-17 IAB, for inter-donor IAB node migration, it was agreed to support the inter-donor partial migration only where the IAB-MT of each descendant node of migration IAB-MT and all the served UEs retain the RRC connectivity with the initial IAB-donor-CU. In Rel-18 mobile IAB, the mobile IAB node won’t have any descendant node but we think all the serviced UEs should move together with the mobile IAB, in case IAB-donor CU has changed. 
For the detailed signalling procedure of the migration, as already discussed in RAN3, in full migration, the boundary IAB node and descendant IAB nodes are migrated to the 2nd IAB donor CU from 1st IAB donor CU. Among the two options that have been discussed in RAN3, we think the option of “standalone” full migration e.g. without two logical DUs is beneficial in terms of succinct signalling procedure and accelerated handover completion. On the challenge that for the served UEs and mIAB node, the HO commands have to be provided to them before any mIAB cell changes related to the target side, due to there is only one logical DU, we think that migrating mIAB mode can forward RRCRconfiguration message to its served UEs once it receives the configurations from source IAB donor CU. So that its UEs can store and execute after the migrating mIAB nodes finishes the migration. 
Proposal 1: Group mobility where mobile IAB node (IAB-MT) together with all its serving UEs move from one parent node to another parent node is supported in Rel-18 mobile IAB. Full migration with one logical DU should be supported. 
3. Conclusion
We propose RAN2 to consider the proposals as follows.
Proposal 1: Group mobility where mobile IAB node (IAB-MT) together with all its serving UEs move from one parent node to another parent node is supported in Rel-18 mobile IAB. Full migration with one logical DU should be supported. 
