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Introduction
According to 1st round discussion on [98e][307] NR_IAB_Conformance_Part2, the candidate agreement captured in moderator summary R4-2103746.
This way forward is to confirm the tentative agreement and possible more agreement during 2nd round.  
Discussion 
2.1 Dynamic range for IAB-MT
Regarding IAB-MT dynamic range test points on 26th Jan GTW session two options provided online as below: 
	Option 1(Samsung, Nokia, CATT, ZTE):
· Test points 1: Maximum output power with full RB allocation and maximum output power 
· 
· Test points 2: single RB allocation with 5/10 dB lower PSD as used in test point 1)
· Test point 1- test point 2 =  X+Y （+/- uncertainty FFS ）
Option 2 (E///, ZTE):
· Test points 1: Maximum output power with full RB allocation and maximum output power 
· Test points 3: Minimum output power (as set by 5/10 dB dynamic range requirement) with full RB allocation. 
· Test point 4: Sing PRB transmission with same PSD as test point 1 
· Test point 1- test point3 = X (+/- uncertainty FFS)
· Test point 1 – test point4 =Y (+/- uncertainty FFS) 
FFS for test applicability among with other conformance requirements


Conclusion during 2nd round: companies agreed to compromise as option 1 and the concern on power accuracy can be FFS. 
Agreement: Test point on power control requirement for IAB-MT is agreed as:
· Test points 1: Maximum output power with full RB allocation and maximum output power 
· Test points 2: single RB allocation with 5/10 dB lower PSD as used in test point 1)
· Test point 1- test point 2 =  X+Y （+/- uncertainty FFS ）
2.2 WF on local area IAB-MT power control
Background: in 1st round discussion more companies shared preference that the dedicated test should be applied for power control requirement. And that’s why the recommendation from moderator is option 3. And this is captured as chairman minutes in Jan 29th  GTW session minutes. Furthermore, moderator provided further detail on how to construct further detail on testing for relative power accuracy according to option3 for 2nd round. However, during 2nd round discussion, according to companies view received so far, it seems even for proponent of option3 they also aware the complexity on option3. And three companies suggest to consider the cover power control requirement with dynamic range. Hence it is suggested by moderator that company can re-consider and provide views on this.  
Question: whether it is agreeable power control accuracy can be covered by power dynamic range testing?
Agreement for testing point for power accuracy on 29TH GTW meeting: 
For relative power control accuracy Agreements: 
Option 3: Partial PRB allocation to be considered in Test model design if to reuse the similar test configuration as UE.”
For aggregated power control accuracy agreements:
NO detailed conformance test cases for this requirement, FFS whether can be jointly verified or covered by dynamic range conformance test cases.

Further Way forward 
According to feedback from companies during 2nd round the preference is both power control accuracy requirements can be verified together with dynamic range. However there is no extensive discussion on that. Hence it is suggested 
· Investigate further whether based current test points agreed for dynamic range whether the test purpose for both relative power control accuracy and aggregated power control accuracy can be covered. 
· Proposal on test point/configuration for relative power accuracy is not precluded.

WF on two-way signal: below agreement applied for power control requirement. 
	Issue 1-1-2: Two-way communication in IAB-MT tests in [306]
Two-way communication is not specified for RF conformance tests, specification shall not preclude DL signals to be used e.g. for timing and frequency reference purposes during the test.
Companies further work on the clarification notes to conformance specifications for topic 1-1.




2.3 WF on frequency error 
During Jan 29th GTW session it is agreed that 
	Topics from email thread [306] 
Issue 1-1-1: Synchronization
Agreement: 
Using same BS approach (no detailed synchronization configuration in conformance specifications; meanwhile add a note in conformance specs to clarify (IAB-MT sync with IAB-DU with DL signal configuration not precluded).
Issue 1-1-3: Description of connection/measurement setup in specification annex
Agreements: Option 1: Flexibility in connection / measurement setup is allowed by keeping the specified setup informative


Agreements: Above agreement from [306] applied for frequency error test as well. 
With this agreement frequency error can be verified with flexibility. RAN4 will work on specification draft detail to ensure both verification options on frequency error can be enabled. 
· Option 1: Verification can be done together with EVM and allow the alternative to apply BS test equipment 
· Option 2: Verify by UE approach including test set-up and test environment. 


