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1. Introduction
In last meeting, the unwanted emissions of LA IAB-MT were not decided. This contribution provides some analysis and views.
2. Discussion
2.1 Relative ACLR and absolute ACLR
According to the IAB-MT class discussion, LA IAB-MT is targeted smaller area deployment compared with WA IAB-MT. LA IAB-MT can be deployed with more flexibility, therefore the size, cost and power consumption may be considered more in the implementation. Then it’s possible that IAB-MT reuses the commercial UE’s component. We think it’ll be benefit if spec allows the implementation flexibility. And there’s another aspect that if the linearity requirement is not that tough PA efficiency can be improved and the power consumption is saved. With these considerations, we support LA IAB-MT reuse UE requirements for the relative ACLR.
For the absolute ACLR, if relative ACLR reuses UE requirement, we think it’s not needed.
Proposal 1: LA IAB-MT reuses UE relative ACLR.
Proposal 2: Absolute ACLR is not needed for LA IAB-MT.
2.2 SEM
For SEM, we propose to reuse UE requirements for LA IAB-MT due to the reasons in 2.1. There’s an issue that Additional spectrum emission mask requirement is defined for UE and ASEM is based on the NS mechanism. We discussed the NS issue in our paper [2] that NS can be TBD in current stage and the existing NS can be ignored by IAB-MT. The ASEM requirements usually come from regulation that some other systems need to be protected by UE transmitting. The requirements may be defined by determination calculation assuming a minimum distance (such as 1 meter) or some system simulation with UEs randomly dropped in the cell. For LA IAB-MT, we think if the deployment is for medium range, it can be deployed with planning. There’s no problem to protect other systems. If the deployment is for local range, its coverage is small and the density is much smaller than UE. Many possible scenarios are indoor, so we think ASEM may not be needed for LA IAB-MT. However, The decision depends on the regulations. Before there’s clear request from regulations, we think ASEM requirement is not needed.
Proposal 3: LA IAB-MT reuses UE SEM requirements.
Proposal 4: UE ASEM requirement is not needed for LA IAB-MT before there’s clear request from regulations.
2.3 Tx spurious emissions
Generally, we have the similar views for Tx spurious emissions. The general spurious emissions can be reused by LA IAB-MT. For the spurious emissions for UE co-existence and additional spurious emissions, we think they are not necessary for LA IAB-MT.
Proposal 5: LA IAB-MT reuses UE general spurious emissions requirements.
Proposal 6: Spurious emissions for UE co-existence and additional spurious emissions are not needed for LA IAB-MT before there’s clear request from regulations. 
3. Conclusion
This contribution provides more consideration of LA IAB-MT unwanted emissions and provides the following views.
Proposal 1: LA IAB-MT reuses UE relative ACLR.
Proposal 2: Absolute ACLR is not needed for LA IAB-MT.
Proposal 3: LA IAB-MT reuses UE SEM requirements.
Proposal 4: UE ASEM requirement is not needed for LA IAB-MT before there’s clear request from regulations.
Proposal 5: LA IAB-MT reuses UE general spurious emissions requirements.
Proposal 6: Spurious emissions for UE co-existence and additional spurious emissions are not needed for LA IAB-MT before there’s clear request from regulations.
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