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1	Introduction
RAN2#109e agreed the Guard Symbols MAC to be following:


Figure 6.1.3.x-1: Guard Symbol MAC CE
The MAC CE does not include cell information and there is an Editor’s note on this:
[bookmark: _Hlk36739089]Editor’s Note: The cell information is not signalled explicitly i.e. it is not included in the Guard Symbol MAC CE. It is FFS whether the information received in the Guard Symbol MAC CE applies only to the cell on which it is received, or to the entire cell group (if configured).
In this document we discuss the remaining FFS, i.e. what is the assumed behaviour pertaining the cells in concern.
2	Discussion
The intention with the guard period is to provide sufficient time to switch between MT-DU transmission and/or reception. In total there are eight possible transitions for which the guard period may be indicated. Required transition times depend not only on the switching of the RF circuitry but also on the MT RX and TX timing which are either delayed or advanced subject to the propagation delay on the parent link. MT RX signal is delayed by the propagation delay and the Timing Advance (TA) adjusts the MT TX timing to compensate the two-way propagation delay on the parent link. In a synchronized network the DU DL and UL timing are fixed assuming the DU RX/TX switching gap is kept constant.
Observation 1: Required guard periods depend on the IAB-MT RX/TX timing which in turn depend on the propagation delay and TA control loop on the parent link.
With multiple carriers there is a single MAC entity controlling the UL timing advance for the cells of the TA group. Considering the observation above, there is only need for a single set of values for the guard periods per cell group. Therefore, there is no need indicate the values on cell basis.
Observation 2: For a cell group having common TA control, only single set of guard symbols need to be signalled.
With dual connectivity (DC), there will be separate MAC entities for the two parent links. The IAB-MT RX/TX timing is different on the links and separate TA control is running on those. As the DU timing is fixed, the guard periods can be derived separately for the two links, and also, they can be separately signalled via the MAC entities of the two parent links. If the propagation delays over the parent links are clearly different, the indicated guard periods can be the worst among the two parent links; this can be left to IAB node implementation. In DC, similar to single connectivity, the indicated guard periods can be for the whole cell group in both parent links and therefore the cell information is not needed in the DC case either.
Based on the discussion above, we think that there is no issue with  this and propose to remove related Editor’s note in the MAC specification.
Proposal: Editor’s note about the cell information in the MAC CE for guard symbols can be removed.

3	Conclusion
In this contribution we have analysed the need for cell information in the MAC CE for guard symbols concluding with following observations and proposal:
Observation 1: Required guard periods depend on the IAB-MT RX/TX timing which in turn depend on the propagation delay and TA control loop on the parent link.
Observation 2: For a cell group having common TA control, only single set of guard symbols need to be signalled.
Proposal: Editor’s note about the cell information in the MAC CE for guard symbols can be removed.
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