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1. Introduction
There’re many open issues related to IAB-MT output power, this contribution provides our further views.
2. Discussion
2.1 Maximum transmission power
Local area IAB-MT type 1-O and type 1-H maximum transmission power was open in the last meeting. There were two aspects need some discussion. The first is that transmitter’s number and the second is that the local area IAB-MT deployment scenario is not very clear. For the Tx number, we still think the maximum UL layers are 4 thus IAB-MT should be allowed to have 4 transmitters for local area MT considering size or heat may also have some constraints. For the deployment scenario, the MT class discussion in the last meeting had some views that unplanned or covering medium range/local area scenario. The BS local area power Prated,c,TABC is 24dBm which is only a little larger than UE PC3 MOP. We think IAB-MT capability can be a little larger, thus reusing BS medium range Prated,c,TABC can be considered.
Observation 1: Local area MT Tx number should be allowed to be 4 considering the maximum UL layers.
Observation 2: It’s reasonable that Local area MT considers BS Medium Range Prated,c,TABC capability.
2.2 MPR/A-MPR/P-MPR
MPR, A-MPR and P-MPR are in the power control equation and there’re MPR/A-MPR requirements in the UE specification. P-MPR is controlled by UE self, there’s no requirement.
If MPR is allowed IAB-MT can transmit more power for relative small number RB allocation and for lower modulation scheme. Power back off can be declared by BS, BS always transmits power on full RB but IAB-MT Tx RB number is configured by parent node. Therefore, the MPR structure for UE may be suitable to be reused by IAB-MT.
Observation 3: MPR may be needed for the high modulation or when the RB allocation is large.
A-MPR is used for some NS, which is a signalling for some specific requirements in some area. It’s difficult for to say NS is not supported at all for IAB-MT. Then we think reserve it may be safe before we have clear views.
Observation 4: A-MPR may be needed for some specific emission constraints.
P-MPR is related to SAR or MPE considering the impact to human. IAB-MT doesn’t have that problem thus P-MPR is not needed for MT.
Observation 5: P-MPR is not needed as IAB-MT doesn’t have SAR or MPE problem. 
With the above analysis, we think the MPR, A-MPR, P-MPR structure can be reserved for IAB-MT. P-MPR can be set to 0 for IAB-MT. Discussion is needed how to define the requirements. One option is that it can be declared, but if this is acceptable for local area MT FFS.
Proposal 1: Reserve the MPR, A-MPR and P-MPR structure for IAB-MT. How to define the requirements FFS. 
2.3 Tx power dynamic range
There are some discussions in the last meeting that the Tx power dynamic range is mainly related to shadowing and fading and some proposals were brought in the last meeting. We think shadowing and fading should be considered by the dynamic range, but we also think the Tx power capability difference for different deployment scenario may also be considered. In the last meeting, there were some proposals that wide area MT should cover the deployment scenario of wide area and medium range, local area MT should cover the deployment scenario of medium range and local area. The difference between maximum Tx power for wide area/medium range and medium range/local area is already near 10 dB. This difference is not dynamic range but we think some discussion may be needed to if the dynamic range requirements should consider it.
Observation 6: There may be some difference between the maximum Tx power for different deployment scenarios of the same IAB-MT class. Whether that difference needs to be considered in the power dynamic range should be clarified in the power dynamic range discussion.
2.4 Power control requirements
The current UE power control requirements mainly come from UE implementation capability not from the system request. It’s not difficult for IAB-MT to meet UE requirements. We propose no power control requirements are defined for IAB-MT.
Proposal 2: No power control requirements are defined for IAB-MT.
3. Conclusion
Some further considerations for the open issues related to IAB-MT power are provided in this contribution. We have the following observations and proposals.
Observation 1: Local area MT Tx number should be allowed to be 4 considering the maximum UL layers.
Observation 2: It’s reasonable that Local area MT considers BS local area Prated,c,TABC capability.
Observation 3: MPR may be needed for the high modulation or when the RB allocation is large.
Observation 4: A-MPR may be needed for some specific emission constraints.
Observation 5: P-MPR is not needed as IAB-MT doesn’t have SAR or MPE problem. 
Proposal 1: Reserve the MPR, A-MPR and P-MPR structure for IAB-MT. How to define the requirements FFS. 
Observation 6: If the maximum Tx power difference between different deployment scenarios for the same IAB-MT class need to be considered in the power dynamic range should be clarified in the power dynamic range discussion.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 2: No power control requirements are defined for IAB-MT.
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