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1	Introduction
In RAN4 101-e-bis, there are some discussions on CLI measurements for IAB-MTs, as captured in the WF [1]. Some content are copy pasted below.
	CLI
Option 1: For CLI measurements by IAB-MT, no new RRM requirements need to be specified in R17.
Option 2: all Rel 16 UE CLI measurement performance requirement shall be adopted for Rel 17 eIAB RRM.


This paper discusses the issue listed above and provide our views.
2	Discussions
CLI measurement is to determine the level of cross link interference and try to mitigate them. First of all we need to understand that enhancing CLI related mechanisms is not in the scope of the R17 IAB enhancement WI. Thus, from RAN4 perspective there is no strong reason to define new requirements on top of R16 requirements for IAB-MTs as in TS 38.174 [2].
What’s more, CLI was initially introduced basically for UE to avoid cross link interference, and the assumed scenario is a typical UE scenario. However, even though IAB-MT works similarly to a UE, the deployment scenario and channel conditions are very different. Thus, specifically for CLI, we don’t think there is a strong need to introduce any enhancement.
For CLI measurements by IAB-MT, no new RRM requirements need to be specified in R17.

There is another issue we would like to mention with respect to Case 6 timing. Figure 1 shows 2 factors impacting UL Rx timing of the parent node when the child node performs in case#6 timing mode.


Figure 1 timing difference factors between parent node and child node
The timing error between child IAB-MT and co-located IAB-DU is termed as Te1, timing error between parent DU and child DU is termed as Te2. When a child IAB node operates in case-1 or case-7 timing mode, the parent node can control the UL timing of its child MT. When a child IAB node operates in case-6 timing mode, the parent node will lose the UL timing control of its child MT. The parent node will assume the MT UL Tx timing of its child IAB node is aligned with the collocated DU DL Tx timing thus the DL Tx timing difference between parent DU and its child node DU will put impact on the parent DU UL Rx timing. 
With regard to Te2, it was agreed that this is out of RF scope and no specific requirements will be specified from RF requirements aspect. While RRM session did not take UL Rx timing of a parent node for case# 6 timing into consideration when discussing timing requirement. 
Observation 1: UL timing of a parent node will be impacted when there is a timing uncertainty between parent node DU DL Tx timing and its child node DU DL Tx timing.
Observation 2: Te2 was agreed to be out of scope of RF session.
Proposal 2: Discuss whether to specify requirements for Te2 in RRM session for case# 6 timing.
3	Conclusion
Proposal 1: For CLI measurements by IAB-MT, no new RRM requirements need to be specified in R17.
Observation 1: UL timing of a parent node will be impacted when there is a timing uncertainty between parent node DU DL Tx timing and its child node DU DL Tx timing.
Observation 2: Te2 was agreed to be out of scope of RF session.
Proposal 2: Discuss whether to specify requirements for Te2 in RRM session for case# 6 timing.
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