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1 Introduction
In last RAN3 meeting (RAN3#103bis), parent node selection was discussed, and four options are summarized in [1] for further discussion.

-Option 1, via OAM (pre-configuration)

-Option 2, via OAM (Rel-10 relay-like way ) 

-Option 3, via new signaling, the system info from IAB-DU or IAB-donor

-Option 4, via handover/rediection mechanisms, where IAB-node connects to any cell and then it could be up to CU configuration

 In this contribution, we will share our view on those options. 
2 Discussion
· Option 1:

In this option, some information, e.g., candidate cell list, should be manually configured to the IAB node, and such configuration should be based on the IAB node location. This loses the flexibility of IAB node deployment, e.g., IAB node cannot be deployed in plug-and-play way. 

· Option  2:

This is well aligned with LTE relay scheme. The only drawback is that IAB node may need two-phase procedure to access an IAB donor CU. However, this two-phase procedure may occur only when the IAB node is powering-up at the first time. After that, the OAM configuration can configure the candidate cell list to IAB node, and IAB node can store this information. Thus, two-phase procedure is not be a big problem for the initial powering-up. 

· Option 3:

This needs RRC enhancement, e.g., explicit or implicit indication. The benefit is to select parent node supporting IAB via one-phase procedure. In my understanding, RAN1 has some discussions on the IAB node specific configuration, e.g., RACH for IAB node. These information may be broadcast via RMSI. In this sense, these configurations already implicitly indicate the IAB-capable cell. Thus, RAN3 is unnecessarily to discussion this, and we can leave it to RAN1. However, one thing should be confirmed, an explicit indication is unnecessary. 

· Option 4: 

This option has a pre-condition, i.e., each gNB should be aware that whether its neighboring gNBs support IAB or not. This may not true in the real deployment since some gNBs in the network may not be upgraded to Rel-16 supporting IAB. Thus, we cannot rely on this option only to select parent node supporting IAB. Meanwhile, this option may also need two-phase procedure, which is same as Option 2. In this sense, Option 4 does not provide any additional value than Option 2. 
Based on the above analysis, we prefer to Option 2. Whether Option 3 is supported or not depends on RAN1 progress. 
Proposal: the parent node selection can be implemented based on OAM configuration (Rel-10 like way) which includes candidate cells supporting IAB node access.  How to include implicit indication in system information depends on RAN1 progress.   
3 Conclusions
In this contribution, we discuss the parent node selection, and have the following proposal:

Proposal: the parent node selection can be implemented based on OAM configuration (Rel-10 like way) which includes candidate cells supporting IAB node access.  How to include implicit indication in system information depends on RAN1 progress.
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