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1	Introduction
Part of the Integrated Access and Backhaul work item is defining the RF requirements. In this contribution we discuss the remaining open aspects of in-band selectivity requirements.
2	Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk36986833]In RAN4#94bis-e a WF for IAB-MT in-band selectivity in [1] was agreed, containing agreements for IAB-MT wanted signal and interfering signal levels for both ACS and in-band blocking and also using CP-OFDM interfering signal for in-band blocking. The main remaining open aspects in FR2 are ACS wanted signal level for local area IAB-MT and details of applied frequency offsets. In FR1 there are more open aspects.
It has been already agreed for out-of-band blocking and also introduced to the latest TS draft in [2] that the boundary frequency between OOB and in-band blocking region is the same as for BS, i.e. in FR1 from 20 to 60 MHz depending on operating band bandwidth and in FR2 1.5 GHz.
Observation 1: It has been already agreed that IAB-MT out-of-band blocking boundary follows BS requirements both in FR1 and FR2
To avoid gaps in blocking requirement coverage it is natural that in-band blocking requirement is applied up to the frequency offset where OOB blocking becomes into force.
Proposal 1: Re-use BS interfering signal frequency offsets for IAB-MT both in FR1 and FR2.

As the deployment scenario of WA IAB-MT is more stable and similar to WA BS, we propose to re-use the interferer bandwidth from BS specs in FR2 shown in Table 1. Besides, putting a fixed interferer bandwidth in the test is more stringent compared with the UE specs, as it is not scaled to the wanted signal bandwidth.

Table 1 Proposed interferer bandwidth for WA IAB-MT in FR2
	Channel bandwidth of the lowest/highest carrier received (MHz)
	Wanted signal mean power (dBm)
	Type of interfering signal

	50, 100, 200, 400
	REFSENS + 6 dB
	50 MHz CP-OFDM 




Proposal 2: Re-use BS interfering signal bandwidth for wide area IAB-MT in FR2.

The result of proposals 1 and 2 and earlier agreements is that IAB-MT and IAB-DU shall have the only difference in in-band blocking that CP-OFDM blocking signal is used. Careful consideration is needed in the performance part of the work to avoid unnecessary double-testing.
Observation 2: When IAB-MT and IAB-DU requirements are very similar, careful consideration is needed in the performance part of the work to avoid unnecessary double-testing.



As FR2 requirement concept follows BS requirements it would be natural to have it similar in FR1, i.e. wide area IAB-MT shall re-use Wide Area BS in-band blocking requirement.
Proposal 3: In FR1 wide area IAB-MT shall re-use wide area BS in-band blocking requirements, including signal levels, interferer signal bandwidth and offset.
3	Conclusion
In this contribution, IAB-MT blocking requirements were discussed. Following observation and proposals were done.
Observation 1: It has been already agreed that IAB-MT out-of-band blocking boundary follows BS requirements both in FR1 and FR2
Observation 2: When IAB-MT and IAB-DU requirements are very similar, careful consideration is needed in the performance part of the work to avoid unnecessary double-testing.
Proposal 1: Re-use BS interfering signal frequency offsets for IAB-MT both in FR1 and FR2.
Proposal 2: Re-use BS interfering signal bandwidth for wide area IAB-MT in FR2.
Proposal 3: In FR1 wide area IAB-MT shall re-use wide area BS in-band blocking requirements, including signal levels, interferer signal bandwidth and offset.
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