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Introduction
In this paper, we provide our views to the questions on RB set configurations in the RAN3 LS [1]:
	1. Whether the RB set needs to be configurable to the IAB-donor-DU?
2. Whether the current F1AP signalling about RB set size is clear enough. If not, which kind of clarification should be added?



Discussion
In Rel-17, to enable FDM operation between MT and DU for better resource efficiency, the RB set configuration was introduced for IAB-DU. Based on this configuration, the frequency domain resources of an IAB DU cell can be further divided into several RB sets. With the per-RB set H/S/NA resource configuration, the donor/parent node can semi-statically or dynamically control the availability of the DU resources. For those resources that will not be occupied by the DU, e.g. resources configured as NA or not indicated as available, parent node may schedule IAB node’s co-located MT on those resources. As the IAB-donor-DU do not have a co-located MT nor a parent node, the RB set configuration is not applicable for IAB-donor-DU.
Proposal 1: The RB set configuration is not applicable to IAB-donor-DU.
On the second question from RAN3, our assumption is that the main reason for this question is due to the following RAN1 agreements:
	Agreement
The minimum resource size for configuring the frequency domain granularity is a set of N RBs:
· Candidate values for N: {4, 8, 16, other values TBD}
· N is at least the # PRBs that are corresponding to the MT’s # PRBs of an RBG).
· FFS: Scaling or configuration of N based on system BW or size of IAB-MT BWP


However, it should be clarified that the above agreement is made when the candidate values for the RB set size N was discussed in RAN1. The agreement says that the RB set size should be chosen from the value of RBG size and it does not necessarily enforce any configuration restrictions. As a matter of fact, there was some later discussion on whether the RB set size for IAB-DU should be coupled with the BWP of the IAB-MT but no agreement can be achieved since there seems no good reason to do so. On the other hand, according to existing F1-AP signaling defined by RAN3, all possible values have been already captured. There is already sufficient flexibility for IAB-DU resource configurations. Therefore, the current RB set configuration is clear enough and no further clarification is required. 
Proposal 2: The RB set configuration is clear enough and there is no need to add any further clarification.
Based on the above discussion, we provide a draft LS response in [2].
Summary and conclusion
In this contribution, we propose the following:
Proposal 1: The RB set configuration is not applicable to IAB-donor-DU.
Proposal 2: The RB set configuration is clear enough and there is no need to add any further clarification.
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