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1 Introduction
In RAN2#123b [1], below agreements were made with FFS on UE capability.
From R2 perspective It is not supported that Rel-18 mobile IAB-node concurrently operate as a Rel-16/17 IAB-node, as e.g. mobile-IAB doesn’t support child IAB nodes. 
This means that there are restrictions for the network in configuring concurrent use of R-18 mIAB feature(s) and rel-16/17 IAB features (details FFS). 
FFS if an IAB-node may send both MSG5 indications to the network, and the network decides (or if the IAB-node should decide). 

RAN2 assumes that the mobileIAB-NodeIndication-r18 in Msg5 implies a preference/intention, with the purpose to help gNB select core network node at initial registration.
RAN2 assumes that the MT Idle mode behaviours is reflected by a Cap wo signalling in 38306.
FFS if a separate mobile-IAB capability (signalled) is introduced in Rel-18. 

We address these FFS in this contribution.
2 Discussion  
FFS#1: if an IAB-node may send both MSG5 indications to the network, and the network decides (or if the IAB-node should decide)
It is basic principle that the UE shall report all its capabilities and it is left to NW implementation how to configure the UE and its operation mode. We think the same principle can be reused to mobile IAB-node as MT.
Proposal 1: An IAB-node may send both MSG5 indications to the network, and the network decides whether to configure the IAB-node Rel-16/Rel-17 operation or Rel-18 mobile IAB operation.
FFS#2: if a separate mobile-IAB capability (signalled) is introduced in Rel-18. 
Fist, according to below copy of TS 23.501, the mobile IAB node indication is optionally included in msg5, e.g., due to the MBSR is not authorized. 
TS 23.501:
For a MBSR node to operate as a MBSR, it provides a mobile IAB-indication to the IAB-donor-CU when the RRC connection is established as defined in TS 38.331 [28]. When the mobile IAB-indication is received, the IAB-donor-CU selects an AMF that supports IAB-node with mobility and includes the mobile IAB-indication in the N2 INITIAL UE MESSAGE as defined in TS 38.413 [34] so that the AMF can perform mobile IAB authorization as described in clause 5.35A.4. If the MBSR node does not operate as a MBSR, e.g. due to the MBSR authorization indication from AMF, it does not provide the indication when establishing new RRC connection.
Thus, it is clear that the mobile IAB node indication is optionally included in msg5 in the cases mentioned in TS 23.501, which can be included in its field description.
Proposal 2: The mobile IAB node indication is optionally included in msg5 in the cases mentioned in TS 23.501 (e.g., failure of the MBSR authorization).
Then, back to the FFS on whether a separate mobile-IAB capability, we think the capability is needed because:
· UE capability and the indication bit in Msg5 are served for different purposes. Thus, a separate capability makes sense. 
· Following Proposal 2, it is possible that a Rel-18 mobile IAB UE can’t include its Rel-18 indication in Msg5. In this case, the NW can’t know whether the concerned UE supports mobile IAB.   
Proposal 3: RAN2 introduce a separate mobile-IAB capability. 
Finally, there is another open issue whether to introduce a separate capability of RACH-less HO for mobile IAB. According to the running MAC CR discussion, we think that at least below two differences from RACH-less HO in NTN:
1) NTA=0 is not applicable.
2) Unchanged PCI scenario is not supported.
Thus, there are difference to support RACH-less HO in mobile IAB and RACH-less HO in NTN. Then, we think the separate capability is needed.
Proposal 4: RAN2 introduce a separate capability of RACH-less HO in mobile IAB. 
    
3 Conclusion
In this contribution, we share our view on remaining issues on UE capability in mobile IAB. Our proposals are: 
Proposal 1: An IAB-node may send both MSG5 indications to the network, and the network decides whether to configure the IAB-node Rel-16/Rel-17 operation or Rel-18 mobile IAB operation.
Proposal 2: The mobile IAB node indication is optionally included in msg5 in the cases mentioned in TS 23.501 (e.g., failure of the MBSR authorization).
Proposal 3: RAN2 introduce a separate mobile-IAB capability. 
Proposal 4: RAN2 introduce a separate capability of RACH-less HO in mobile IAB. 
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