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1	Introduction
In RAN4 94-e-bis, the WF [1] captures the agreements shown below:
	Number of SMTC windows for RRC re-establishment and release with redirection

Tentative agreement
Down-select from following options during the next meeting
· Option 1: Requirements should be derived based on Rel-16 RAN1 IAB-MT related agreements, i.e., by assuming each IAB-MT can be configured up to four SMTC windows per frequency layer.
· Option 2: Requirements should be derived based on Rel-15 UE requirements, i.e., by assuming each IAB-MT can be configured up to two and one SMTC windows per intra-frequency and inter-frequency layers respectively.
· Option 3:
· For IAB-MTs that support four SMTC configurations per frequency layer, option 1 is supported.
· For IAB-MTs that do not support four SMTC configurations per frequency layer, option 2 is supported.
· Note: 
This option does not intend to influence RAN1 feature list discussion regarding whether supporting four SMTC configurations per frequency layer should be mandatory or optional. If RAN1 eventually decides to make this feature, i.e., supporting for SMTC configurations per frequency layer mandatory, mandatory then only option 1 will be supported in RAN4 requirements.



This paper intends to provide our view on this topic.
2	Discussion
After the discussion period during the last meeting and listening to companies views, we re-evaluated the three options captured in the WF [1] and think that Option 3 might be a good compromise out of the three. Adopting Option 2 would allow the network vendors to prepare the IAB donors faster without too many modifications (since R15 UE requirements are re-used), while RAN1 has clear decisions on the number of SMTC windows which can be configured. Thus, we propose to adopt Option 3 in the WF [1], which is:
For IAB-MTs that support four SMTC configurations per frequency layer, option 1 is supported; For IAB-MTs that do not support four SMTC configurations per frequency layer, option 2 is supported.
Then, there might be a need to study the signalling to indicate the capability of IAB-MT.
Study if signalling is needed for indication of such capability.

3	Conclusion
Proposal 1: For IAB-MTs that support four SMTC configurations per frequency layer, option 1 is supported; For IAB-MTs that do not support four SMTC configurations per frequency layer, option 2 is supported.
Proposal 2: Study if signalling is needed for indication of such capability.
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