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Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk510705081]In this contribution it is discussed how to conclude the final open items around RAN4 related IAB-MT features.
Discussion
In RAN4#95-e RAN4 agreed a WF on IAB-MT feature list [1] which was also included to the LS sent to RAN2, RAN1 and RAN plenary [2]. The WF summarizes the status of agreements for features, leaving only out some features for which agreements were reached already earlier.
RAN4 has also received a reply from RAN1 to an earlier LS sent to RAN1 and RAN2 where RAN1 concludes that the mentioned features can be made optional for IAB-MTs with no impact from RAN1 perspective [3].
IAB-features were also discussed in RAN plenary and the conclusions of the email discussion in [4] were endorsed. The conclusions are copied below.

T1-P1: RAN1&4 take into account the signaling framework used by RAN2 and finalize the IAB-MT feature list.
T1-P2: Local-area IAB-MTs support the same mandatory UE features (as already agreed) for wide-area IAB-MTs.
T2-P2’’: The following Rel-15 Layer-2 and Layer-3 UE Feature is mandatory with capability signaling for wide-area and local-area IAB-MTs (it is up to the IAB node to set the capability bit, and the feature will not be captured into the minimum set table specified in TS 38.306):
4-1          Intra-NR measurements and reports
The following Rel-15 Layer-2 and Layer-3 UE Feature is optional with capability signaling for wide-area and local-area IAB-MTs:
7-1          Handover:
1) Intra-frequency HO
2) Inter-frequency HO

T2-P3: RF/RRM Rel-15 UE Features related to topology adaptation (i.e. FG 3-1/3-2/3-3) should remain optional for IAB-MTs in Rel-16.

Furthermore, RAN2 has agreed in [5] that
R2 to specify that IAB-MTs can make use of the UE capability signaling framework (including specification of minimum set). Whether it is actually used for e.g. Wide Area IAB-MTs may be up to implementation. 

The feedback from RAN1 does not have impact to RAN4 work anymore, as RAN4 has already agreed on the recommendation for the relevant features. Some of the RAN endorsed conclusions do impact RAN4 though. Specifically, RAN has agreed that already agreed mandatory features are the same for wide area and local area classes and FGs 3-1, 3-2 and 3-3 should remain optional in Rel-16.
Proposal 1: To align with RAN agreement, FG 3-1, 3-2 and 3-3 are made optional
Final RAN4 recommendations are still missing from some features. In RAN4#95-e it was agreed to set EN-DC related features as TBD, and as no progress for EN-DC has happened, they should remain as TBD. The remaining features lacking a final recommendation are shown in table 1, together with the the preferred recommendation for them.
Table 1: Recommended decision for remaining feature groups
	Feature group index
	Feature group
	Recommendation
	Comment

	1-11
	7.5 kHz UL raster shift
	Optional
	

	2-2
	Simultaneous reception or transmission with same or different numerologies in CA
	Optional
	

	2-3
	Non-contiguous intra-band CA frequency separation class for FR2
	Not needed
	Frequency separation class is not specified for IAB

	2-8
	UE power class
	Not needed
	Power class is not specified for IAB.

	2-9
	Simultaneous reception and transmission for SA SUL band combinations
	Optional. 
	As band combinations are not separately specified for IAB no need to specify for which band combination this is required.

	2-11
	Modified MPR behaviour
	Not needed
	MPR and A-MPR not specified for IAB.

	2-12
	Multiple NS/P-Max
	Not needed
	MPR and A-MPR not specified for IAB.

	2-17
	PA architectures for intraband UL CA
	Not needed.
	PA architecture of IAB-MT has no impact to specification and behaviour of IAB-MT. 


Proposal 2: Recommendation for EN-DC related features shall remain TBD from RAN4 perspective as no request for this is received and no technical discussion have been had.
Proposal 3: Adopt the recommendation from Table 1.
Conclusion
In this contribution we have discussed the status and remaining open issues for IAB-MT features. Following proposals were made:
Proposal 1: To align with RAN agreement, FG 3-1, 3-2 and 3-3 shall be made optional
Proposal 2: Recommendation for EN-DC related features shall remain TBD from RAN4 perspective as no request for this is received and no technical discussion have been had.
Proposal 3: Adopt the recommendation from Table 1.
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