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1. Introduction
Based on the WF [1] last meeting, the issue of timing of IAB needs further discussion .
In this contribution, we analyze the IAB timing issues for case-6.
2. Discussion
In RAN 4#99-e meeting the agreement about Case-6 timing is as below:
	Agreement:
No RF requirement impact identified for IAB which supports timing case#6 except TAE 
Way forward:
· Regarding implication on donor BS and parent IAB: postpone the discussion for RAN1 input
· Regarding the TAE within IAB: FFS whether TAE between MT UL TX and DU DL TX needs to be defined 
Note: the TX power imbalance is merged in discussion on Simultaneous operation of IAB-node’s child and parent links by FDM.


In RAN 1#105-e meeting the agreement about Case-6 timing is as below:
	Agreement
RAN1 to downselect how the IAB-MT Tx timing is set for Case 6 timing at a given IAB-node:
· Alt1: the IAB-MT Tx timing is obtained by the node via the legacy TA loop plus an offset from the parent node.
· FFS details of the required offset.
· Alt2: the IAB-MT Tx timing is set by the node to the timing obtained for the node’s DL Tx.
· Alt3: the IAB-MT Tx timing is obtained by the node jointly with the IAB-DU Tx timing via a common offset from the parent node.
Downselection to consider at least the following aspects:
· Dependency of DL synchronization schemes at the IAB-DU
· Potential additional signaling overhead.
· Achievable DU Tx / MT Tx alignment error tolerance.
· Suitability for switching between timing modes.


From above agreements of RAN 1# 105-e meeting, we can find that the UL Tx timing was not reached. So the implication on donor BS and parent IAB can be postponed for RAN 1 conclusion.
With regard to TAE between MT UL TX and DU DL TX, the options listed in RAN1 agreement may have different considerations for TAE. For example, when Alt1 is adopted, the UL Tx timing is still controlled by parent node or donor BS, the TAE may not affect the behavior of the parent node; when Alt2 is adopted, the UL Tx timing of IAB-MT is wished to align with the DL Tx timing of the co-located IAB-DU and the TAE may need to be clarified to ensure the behavior of the parent node.
Proposal 1: To postpone the discussion of TAE between MT UL TX and DU DL TX for RAN 1 input.


3. Conclusion
Based on the analysis, the following proposals are given:
Proposal 1: To postpone the discussion of TAE between MT UL TX and DU DL TX for RAN 1 input.
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