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1	Introduction
Part of the Integrated Access and Backhaul work item is defining the RF requirements needed to guarantee coexistence with IAB-Nodes and legacy networks. A coexistence study has been started to define the requirements. In the co-existence study it has been observed that there are multiple ways to fulfil to coexistence for the studied scenarios as both change in power control dynamic range and ACLR impact the victim network throughput loss. In this contribution we propose a way to benefit from this observation.
2	Discussion
In previous meeting multiple contributions were submitted showing the impact of varying IAB-MT ACLR on victim network throughput [1][2][3]. The same contributions also analyse the impact of specifying a minimum output power or alternatively a required power control dynamic range. In all of the contributions the results were similar: with worse ACLR you need to transmit at lower power level to have equivalent throughput impact to the victim network operating at adjacent channel.
[bookmark: _GoBack]On one hand the results seem to make the specification work easier, as there are many possible values which all fulfil the end goal. For the same reason, this also creates a difficulty as everyone has their own favourite compromise solution to be adopted, and getting consensus behind a single set of values seem difficult. 
Therefore, to avoid a possible deadlock situation, we could take advantage of having the options available, and not limit to a single requirement. Naturally from specification complexity point of view it is not possible to standardize every possible value. Our proposal is to limit to two sets of ACLR and range of output power, i.e. specify two power classes. 
Proposal 1: Specify two power classes for IAB-Nodes where differences between them are required power control dynamic range and ACLR.
There has been great interest in re-using existing base station implementations and it could be facilitated by having one power class to re-use base station ACLR requirement.
Proposal 2: Power class 1 re-uses BS ACLR.
Another power class would have a relaxed ACLR requirement compared to BS ACLR, but to achieve similar co-existence performance in the studied scenarios it would need to have lower minimum output power, i.e. larger power control dynamic range.
Proposal 3: Power class 2 has relaxed ACLR compared to first power class, while it has larger power control dynamic range or lower minimum output power requirement compared to first power class.
Further alignment in simulation assumptions were done in previous meeting and we expect some changes in results to be observed in RAN4#93. Therefore, we do not yet propose detailed values for the minimum output power / power control range or ACLR for power class 2. Rather those should be agreed based on the latest available results.
Proposal 4: Detailed values on minimum output power / power control range of PC1 and PC2 and ACLR of PC2 shall be discussed in RAN4#93.
3	Conclusion
In this contribution proposals were made to address the fact that IAB-Node coexistence with rel-15 NR networks can be fulfilled in multiple ways.
Proposal 1: Specify two power classes for IAB-Nodes where differences between them are required power control dynamic range and ACLR.
Proposal 2: Power class 1 re-uses BS ACLR.
Proposal 3: Power class 2 has relaxed ACLR compared to first power class, while it has larger power control dynamic range or lower minimum output power requirement compared to first power class.
Proposal 4: Detailed values on minimum output power / power control range of PC1 and PC2 and ACLR of PC2 shall be discussed in RAN4#93.
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