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Introduction
The email thread [97e][307] NR_IAB_General is the maitanance of the general part of IAB core spec TS 38.174 and TR 38.809. Clause 2, 3, 4 and 5 are supposed to be treated in this thread. So the proposal related to RF requirements in R4-2014752, R4-2016083 and R4-2016139 are treated in thread [308].
Draft CR approach is used for this part. Draft CRs will be endorsed in the meeting, raporteurs will merge them to a big CR after the meeting for email approval.
The targets of the email discussion for 1st round and 2nd round are as follows,
· 1st round: Discuss the issues raised by companies for each topic and agree the WF. If the views converge quickly, the draft CRs for the topics can be prepared and sent out for review.
· 2nd round: Continue to discuss the draft CRs and endorse them.
Topic #1: Maintenance of TS 38.174 clause 2 and 3
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2014385
	CATT
	TS 38.174: add some contents of clause 2 and 3

	R4-2015434
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	TS 38.174: add some contents of clause 3

	R4-2016083
	Huawei
	TS 38.174: add some contents of clause 3
TS 38.104 definitions, symbols and abbreviations copied and unused entries removed.

	R4-2016139
	ZTE Corporation
	TS 38.174: add some contents of clause 2 and 3



Open issues summary
The four contributions provide good inputs for TS 38.174 clause 2 and clause 3. The followings are proposed,
1. Correction of clause 2: reference “3GPP TS 38.141-1” is suggested to be added in R4-2014385 and R4-2016139.
2. Correction of clause 3: More Definitions, symbols and abbreviations are proposed to be added in the four contributions.  TS 38.104 is taken as reference in R4-2014385, R4-2015434 and R4-2016083.
Based on the inputs, moderator has the following recommended WF,
· Clause 2 correction: Adopt the corrections in R4-2014385 and R4-2016139
· Clause 3 correction: Take R4-2015434 as a basis and also merge some inputs from R4-2014385, R4-2016083 and R4-2016139. Some discussions are needed to reach a final version.
· All of the draft CRs will be noted. Merge all of the agreed corrections to a new draft CR to TS 38.174: Maintenance of TS 38.174 clause 2 and 3.
· Please Nokia, Huawei prepare the new draft CR when the views converge.
Companies views’ collection for 1st round
	Recommended WF
	Comments

	Clause 2 correction
Adopt the corrections in R4-2014385 and R4-2016139
	Qualcomm: we agree with the proposal to adopt these corrections.
Samsung: for clause 2 further clean-up to remove the empty lines after [22] is needed. Furthermore, if dedicated conformance testing specification to be created for IAB node, maybe further update needed to replace those testing spec which we also agree would be dependent on conclusion on RF perf part. 
ZTE: no strong opinions on that. 

	Clause 3 correction
Take R4-2015434 as a basis and also merge some inputs from R4-2014385, R4-2016083 and R4-2016139.
	Moderator: Companies can comment the basis R4-2015434 to make the discussion faster.
Company A:
CATT: Definitions clause: Should the definitions of IAB-DU, IAB-MT be defined seperately? Such as IAB-DU type 1-H, IAB-MT type 1-H? IAB-MT RF Bandwidth exist, is IAB-MT DU Bandwidth needed? Symbols clause: Some of them may not exist in TS 38.174, such as BWChannel,block , R4-2016083 can be referred for the confirmation one by one.
Abbreviations clause: IAB, IAB-DU and IAB-MT should be included.
Qualcomm: Corrections based on merging of these inputs are clearly needed. There may be some items left that we can correct in the futures when we get more clarity over the entire specification.
Samsung: Further review needed to eliminate the terminology which is not intentionally used for IAB specification, e.g. “Base station RF bandwidth edge” pointed by R4-2016083, “NB-IoT operation in NR in-band” and “NB-IoT operation in NR guard band” . 
ZTE: NB-IoT operation in NR in-band and guard band, it should be removed. 
UE transmission bandwidth configuration, it should be replaced by IAB-MT
Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell: In the revised version we also intend to clean-up the term “base station” away from definitions as much as possible, and replace with IAB-MT and IAB-DU correspondingly.
Huawei: Clearly the proposals need merging, whoever merges the lists of definitions needs to check that the included terms are used in the document, its ok to start with R4-201534, but this also contains a number of other corrections, is the intention for this revision to only be clause 3?

	Others comments if any
	


Summary for 1st round

Open issues 
Companies provided many good comments to the maintenance of Clause 2 and Clause 3 according to the recommended WF. Generally the maintenance proposals can be captured in the new draft CR to be included later in the formal big CR from rapporteur of TS 38.174.
	
	Status summary 

	Clause 2 correction
Adopt the corrections in R4-2014385 and R4-2016139
	Companies provided some comments for the corrections in R4-2014385 and R4-2016139 and other improvements. Generally, some corrections can be agreed in this meeting.
Tentative agreements:
The proposed corrections can be improved and captured in the new draft CR.
Recommendations for 2nd round: 
Further discuss and endorse the new draft CR.

	Clause 3 correction
Take R4-2015434 as a basis and also merge some inputs from R4-2014385, R4-2016083 and R4-2016139.
	Companies provided many good comments on how to improve this clause. Generally, the corrections from the contributions can be merged and further check as the final version.
Tentative agreements:
The proposed corrections can be improved and captured in the new draft CR.
Recommendations for 2nd round: 
Further discuss and endorse the new draft CR.



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	Draft CR to TS 38.174: maintenance of TS 38.174 References and Definitions
	Nokia

	#2
	Draft CR to TS 38.174: maintenance of TS 38.174 Symbols and Abbreviations
	Huawei


CRs/TPs
All of the draft CRs are suggested to be noted and the agreeable maintenance will be merged to the new draft CR.
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2014385
	Suggest to be noted

	R4-2015434
	Suggest to be noted

	R4-2016083
	Suggest to be noted

	R4-2016139
	Suggest to be noted



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Companies provides the comments to the drafts, the email discussion on the RAN4 reflector is copied as below,
Dear all,
The draft CR for references and definitions has been uploaded here: draft R4-2017474 draftCR References and Definitions.docx 
I have merged the content from other draft CRs and went through the definitions to change terms “BS” and “base station” to “IAB” or “IAB-DU or IAB-MT” depending on situation, and removed mentions of IAB type 1-C. It should be noted that some BS terms like “BS channel bandwidth” remain as they are used in IAB specification.
I would appreciate further feedback to add missing definitions and to remove possible remaining inconsistencies.
Kind regards, 
Toni

Hi Toni,
Thanks for your draft. I added the definition of “IAB-donor”, please find the revision here and check if any problem.
Thanks,
Huiping

Thanks Huiping, all
I have additionally added definition for “parent node” here: draft R4-2017474 draftCR References and Definitions_CATT_NOK.docx
Parent node: IAB-MT's next hop neighbour node; the parent node can be IAB-node or IAB-donor
I have also added two minor corrections to the new sub-clauses to clause 4:  Draft CR to TS 38.174 add new sub-clauses to TS 38.174 clause 4-r1_NOK.docx
BR, Toni

Hi
For R4-2017644 one small correction and a comment that the term IAB-Donor is added but not defined, I think it should be either defined here or added to 17474

https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_ran/WG4_Radio/TSGR4_97_e/Inbox/Drafts/%5B97e%5D%5B307%5D%20NR_IAB_General/2nd%20round/Draft%20R4-2017644%20Draft%20CR%20to%20TS%2038.174%20maintenance%20of%20TS%2038.174%20clause%205_HW.docx
Cheers
Richard

Hi Richard,
Thanks for your comments on R4-2017644. For IAB-donor, I checked RAN2 spec 38.300, the definition is as follows,
IAB-donor: gNB that provides network access to UEs via a network of backhaul and access links.
I’ll suggest to add it in 17474. The latest version of draft R4-2017644 is uploaded here. Please check if any further comments.
Thanks,
Huiping

Thanks for the updates Huiping
I think the definition of IAB-DU and IAB-MT should be similar so I have updated IAB-Du to be similar to the IAB-MT update you did.
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_ran/WG4_Radio/TSGR4_97_e/Inbox/Drafts/%5B97e%5D%5B307%5D%20NR_IAB_General/2nd%20round/DRAFT%20-%20R4-2017475%20-%20draftCR%20to%20TS%2038.174%20symbols%20and%20abreviations_CATT_HW.docx

Cheers
Richard Kybett

[bookmark: _GoBack]Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	R4-2017474	Draft CR to TS 38.174: maintenance of TS 38.174 References and Definitions
	Suggest to be endorsed

	R4-2017475 Draft CR to TS 38.174: maintenance of TS 38.174 Symbols and Abbreviations
	Suggest to be endorsed



Topic #2: Maintenance of TS 38.174 clause 4
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2014384
	CATT
	TS 38.174: CA support in clause 4.8 and other wording corrections.

	R4-2014751
	Samsung
	TS 38.174: Correction of clause 4.6

	R4-2015434
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	TS 38.174: 4.3.3, 4.5, 4.8
It is clarified that there is no minimum number of transceivers for IAB-MT. Regional requirements are defined according to TS 38.104. Sections for contiguous and non-contiguous operation is expanded to cover also IAB-MT. Editorial corrections are made.

	R4-2016081
	Huawei
	TS 38.174: 4.3.3
Remove the sentence: For IAB-MT the transceiver unit array must contain at least FFS transmitter units and FFS receiver units.

	R4-2016139
	ZTE Corporation
	TS 38.174: 4.3,4.6,4.8,4.9
Add section 4.8 and 4.9; remove minimum number of RF chains for IAB-MT;

	R4-2016250
	Ericsson
	TS 38.174: 4.3.3, 4.5, 4.8, 4.9
Add the requriement for regional requirement. Remove the sentence: For IAB-MT the transceiver unit array must contain at least FFS transmitter units and FFS receiver units. CA support in clause 4.8. Add clause 4.9 OTA co-location with other IAB or base stations.



Open issues summary
The following corrections are proposed in the contributions.
1. Correction of 4.3: Remove “For IAB-MT the transceiver unit array must contain at least FFS transmitter units and FFS receiver units.” (R4-2016250, R4-2016139, R4-2016081, R4-2015434 also added a clarification: No minimum number of transceiver units is specified for IAB-MT.)
2. Correction of 4.5: Add contents to 4.5 Regional requirements (R4-2015434, R4-2016250. They have some minor difference in the clause numbers)
3. Correction of 4.6: Correction table Table 4.6-1 and Table 4.6-2 (R4-2014751, R4-2016139)
4. Correction of 4.8: Add IAB-MT. (R4-2014384, R4-2015434, R4-2016250 only add WA IAB-MT)
5. Add clause 4.9 and 4.10: R4-2016139, the clause number should be 4.9 and 4.10.
6. Wording corrections: R4-2014384 and others.

Based on the inputs, moderator has the following recommended WF.
· Correction of 4.3: Adopt the corrections in R4-2015434.
· Correction of 4.5: Adopt the proposals in R4-2016250.
· Correction of 4.6: Adopt the corrections in R4-2014751 and R4-2015434.
· Correction of 4.8: Adopt the correction in R4-2015434.
· Add clause 4.9 and 4.10: Adopt the proposals in R4-2016139.
· Wording corrections: Adopt the corrections proposed by R4-2014384 and others.
· All of the draft CRs will be noted. Merge all of the agreed corrections to a new draft CR to TS 38.174: Maintenance of TS 38.174 clause 4.
· Please Ericsson, ZTE prepare the new draft CR when the views converge.
Companies views’ collection for 1st round
	Recommended WF
	Comments

	Correction of 4.3: 
Adopt the corrections in R4-2015434.
	Qualcomm: support
Samsung: Agree
ZTE: fine with that. 
Huawei: Its not necessary to state there is no minimum as this confused the other types where it is not stated, for example the minimum also does not apply to IAB-DT type 2-O but this is not explicitly stated, no minimum are mentioned for 1-H architecture either. It is enough to just delete sentence.

	Correction of 4.5: 
Adopt the proposals in R4-2016250.
	Qualcomm: support
Samsung: in table 4.5 the comment column for 6.2.3 may bring confusion, since it states as” additional base station output power requirement”. However, this is spec for IAB node. 
ZTE: fine with that. 
Ericsson: Fine with the Samsung comments, should replace with IAB.
Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell: Sections 9.7.5.3.2, 10.7.2.2 and 10.7.3.2 should be still added to regional requirements.
Huawei: OK, agree with Samsung comment, Nokia comment 9.7.5.3.2 requirements do not quote any regional requirements or is it that CAT A or CAT b is a regional decision? 10.7.3.2 is covered by section 10.7.3 which is referenced.

	Correction of 4.6: 
Adopt the corrections in R4-2014751 and R4-2015434.
	Qualcomm: we support the changes in 14751. It seems that 15434 does not have any changes in Section 4.6.
Samsung: it seems there are modifications in R4-2016139 can be considered together with changes in R4-2014751. 
ZTE: fine with that.
Huawei: 24751 changes are ok as are the changes to this section in 16139

	Correction of 4.8: 
Adopt the correction in R4-2015434.
	Qualcomm: support
ZTE: fine to add IAB-MT and both Local area and Wide area IAB could support contiguous and non-contiguous spectrum.

	Add clause 4.9 and 4.10: 
Adopt the proposals in R4-2016139.
	Qualcomm: we support the changes. 16139 doesn’t seem to have anything about section 4.10(this section doesn’t even exist)
Samsung: text under 4.9 should be added as it is not allowed to have an empty sub-clause reserved for certain purpose especially after this meeting. 
Ericsson: Need further tidy up before adopt text in 16139. “For BS capable of multi-band operation” and “BS type 1-O may be”need to replace with IAB.

Huawei: Mentions another BS or IAB, IAB is not really defined it should be IAB-DU or IAB-MT which are defined. The diagram needs updating, I have the original PowerPoint if it helps(if the attachment doesn’t work send me an email)
4.10 doesn’t seem to exist?

	Wording corrections: 
Adopt the corrections proposed by R4-2014384 and others.
	Qualcomm. There are probably many other editorial/typos that need to be correct. Probably the simplest approach is to first agree all the proposed changes above which have technical substance and then try to fix the wording. Doing both at the same time might lead to confusion.
Samsung: wording corrections include a new term of “IAB-Donor” if agreed to capture the definition should be included as well. 
ZTE: fine with that.
Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell: We would like to avoid additional complexity of defining new terms which do not functionally change the specification. Perhaps we could just use IAB-DU aim to clarify in definitions the relationship to IAB-Donor.  This way we avoid complications of possibly needing to define also IAB-Donor channel bandwidth and many other terms.
Huawei: Don’t see the need for new term IAB donor. Probably section 4 wording corrections can be included in the section 4 documents above. Section 5 wording corrections can be compiled into a single CR?

	Others comments if any
	


 
Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Companies provided many good comments to the maintenance of Clause 4 according to the recommended WF. Generally the maintenance proposals can be captured in the new draft CR to be included later in the formal big CR from rapporteur of TS 38.174.
	
	Status summary 

	Correction of 4.3: 
Adopt the corrections in R4-2015434.
	Discuss further if removing the sentence is OK. Huawei has different views if further clarification is needed.
Tentative agreements:
The proposed corrections can be improved and captured in the new draft CR.
Recommendations for 2nd round: 
Discuss and endorse the new Draft CR to TS 38.174: maintenance of TS 38.174 clause 4.

	Correction of 4.5: 
Adopt the proposals in R4-2016250.
	Generally companies are ok to add the regulation requirements. Some different views showed for several specific parts.
Tentative agreements:
The proposals in R4-2016250 can be improved and captured to the new Draft CR.
Recommendations for 2nd round: 
Discuss and endorse the new Draft CR to TS 38.174: maintenance of TS 38.174 clause 4.

	Correction of 4.6: 
Adopt the corrections in R4-2014751 and R4-2016139.
	There’s a mistake in the summary and the recommended WF that R4-2016139 was mistakenly to written as R4-2015434. But many companies pointed that R4-2016139 can be considered. It seems the corrections in R4-2014751 and R4-20161395434 can be accepted.
Tentative agreements:
The proposed corrections R4-2014751 and R4-2016139 can be improved and captured in the new draft CR.
Recommendations for 2nd round: 
Discuss and endorse the new Draft CR to TS 38.174: maintenance of TS 38.174 clause 4.

	Correction of 4.8: 
Adopt the correction in R4-2015434.
	No objections in the first round discussion, it seems the correction in R4-2015434 can be agreed.
Tentative agreements:
Capture the corrections in R4-2015434 to the new draft CR.
Recommendations for 2nd round: 
Discuss and endorse the new Draft CR to TS 38.174: maintenance of TS 38.174 clause 4.

	Add clause 4.9 and 4.10: 
Adopt the proposals in R4-2016139.
	R4-2016139 proposed to add 4.8 and 4.9 but 4.8 was used twice in the contribution. So the recommended WF recommended to add 4.9 and 4.10 for the clauses proposed by the contribution. Companies provided some detail comments for R4-2016139, moderator’s observation is that the proposals in R4-2016139 can be improved and captured in the new draft CR.
Tentative agreements:
The proposals in R4-2016139 can be improved and captured in the new draft CR.
Recommendations for 2nd round: 
Discuss and endorse the new Draft CR to TS 38.174: add new sub-clauses to TS 38.174 clause 4.

	Wording corrections: 
Adopt the corrections proposed by R4-2014384 and others.
	There were some detail comments to the wording corrections proposed in this meeting. The Rapporteur of TS 38.174 suggests focusing the technical issues in this meeting and handling the editorial corrections later. Moderator thinks if some editorial corrections can be added and agreed easily then they can be included in the new draft CR as we will use merged draft CR approach. Of course, moderator’s suggestion only applies to this email discussion thread in this meeting. How to handle the editorial corrections in other thread or the future meetings can be discussed further.
Tentative agreements:
Include the agreeable wording corrections proposed in this meeting to the new draft CR. 
Recommendations for 2nd round: 
Discuss and endorse the new Draft CR to TS 38.174: maintenance of TS 38.174 clause 4.



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	Draft CR to TS 38.174: maintenance of TS 38.174 clause 4
	Ericsson

	#2
	Draft CR to TS 38.174: add new sub-clauses to TS 38.174 clause 4
	ZTE



CRs/TPs
All of the draft CRs are suggested to be noted and the agreeable maintenance will be merged to the new draft CR.
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2014384
	Suggest to be noted

	R4-2014751
	Suggest to be noted

	R4-2015434
	Suggest to be noted

	R4-2016081
	Suggest to be noted

	R4-2016139
	Suggest to be noted

	R4-2016250
	Suggest to be noted



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Companies provides the comments to the drafts, the email discussion on the RAN4 reflector is copied as below,
Hi Xuefei,
For add new clauses CR, I found an editorial mistake that figure 4.9-1 should be 4.10-1. The mistake exist both in the text and the figure title. I think you can revise it in the final version.
BR,
Huiping

Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	R4-2017642   Draft CR to TS 38.174: maintenance of TS 38.174 clause 4
	Suggest to be endorsed

	R4-2017643   Draft CR to TS 38.174: add new sub-clauses to TS 38.174 clause 4
	Suggest to be endorsed



Topic #3: Maintenance of TS 38.174 clause 5
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2014384
	CATT
	TS 38.174: 5.3A
CA support in clause 5.3A and other wording corrections.

	R4-2015433
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	TS 38.174: 5.2, 5.3A
IAB-MT channel bandwidth for CA is defined according to specification from 38.104. Frequency range of operating band n41 is corrected.

	R4-2016139
	ZTE Corporation
	TS 38.174: 5.2, 5.3B
Add Table 5.2-2 NR IAB operating bands in FR2
Add clause 5.3B IAB-MT channel bandwidth for CA

	R4-2016251
	Ericsson
	TS 38.174
Add 5.4A “IAB-MT channel bandwidth for CA”, 
only WA IAB-MT reuses BS approach



Open issues summary
The following corrections are proposed in the contributions.
1. Correction of 5.2: R4-2015433 proposes to correct the frequency range of n41, R4-2016139 proposes to add Table 5.2-2 NR IAB operating bands in FR2.
2. Add IAB IAB-MT channel bandwidth for CA: R4-2014384 and R4-2015433 propose to add it in 5.3A, R4-2016139 and R4-2016251 proposed to add a new clause 5.3B or 5.4A. R4-2016251 only proposes WA IAB-MT in the correction.
3. Wording corrections: R4-2014384, R4-2016139 and others.

Based on the inputs, moderator has the following recommended WF.
· Correction of 5.2: 
· Atopt the correction in R4-2015433 and the editorial correction in R4-2016139.
· Do not adopt the proposal of Table 5.2-2 (Moderator thinks refering TS38.104 may be better way considering future update in TS38.104).
· Add IAB-MT channel bandwidth for CA: Adopt the proposals in R4-2014384 and R4-2015433.
· Wording corrections: Adopt the corrections in R4-2014384, R4-2016139 and others.
· All of the draft CRs will be noted. Merge all of the agreed corrections to a new draft CR to TS 38.174: Maintenance of TS 38.174 clause 5.
· Please CATT, Nokia prepare the new draft CR when the views converge.

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
	Recommended WF
	Comments

	Correction of 5.2: 
· Adopt the correction in R4-2015433 and the editorial correction in R4-2016139.
· Do not adopt the proposal of Table 5.2-2 (Moderator thinks refering TS38.104 may be better way considering future update in TS38.104).
	Qualcomm: support the moderator proposal. The FR2 requirements should be generic enough that adding bands should not be an issue.
ZTE: fine with that.
For FR2 operating bands similar as FR1 operating bands, it is better to keep the table, otherwise in future ,any FR2 bands defined, then IAB should be supported for that without operator’s request which might give some confusion for vendors’ future plan. It is better to have commercial request clearly by operators.
Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell: We should not have both a table for FR2 operating bands and a reference to 38.104. In our view the reference is sufficient.
Huawei: it does seem a bit odd referencing FR2 but having a table for FR1. Its not wrong at the moment but as we don’t support IAB for all FR1 bands is it possible some new FR2 bands won’t support IAB ? If so its better to have the table maybe?

	Add IAB-MT channel bandwidth for CA: 
· Adopt the proposals in R4-2014384 and R4-2015433.
	Qualcomm: support
ZTE:  fine with BS approach to have asymmetric GB for IAB-MT CA

	Wording corrections: 
· Adopt the corrections in R4-2014384, R4-2016139 and others.
	Qualcomm: as commented on Topic#2, we fully agree a lot of corrections are needed but might be better to split the corrections into technical ones first and then wording fixes.
ZTE: In section 5.3.1 of R4-2014384, by the IAB-Donor or IAB-DU channel bandwidth, it could be “Donor IAB-DU channel bandwidth”
Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell: We do not want to create complexity by adding new terms which need to be defined but which do not really impact the technical specification content. It can be added in the IAB-DU definition that when the link between IAB-DU and IAB-MT of different Nodes is considered, term IAB-DU also covers IAB-Donor. The exact way to spell this out can be further discussed.
Huawei: agree we should avoid adding new terms, IAB-Du should be sufficient in this case.

	Others comments if any
	


 
Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary

	Correction of 5.2: 
· Adopt the correction in R4-2015433 and the editorial correction in R4-2016139.
· Do not adopt the proposal of Table 5.2-2 (Moderator thinks refering TS38.104 may be better way considering future update in TS38.104).
	Companies didn’t object the first bullet of the recommended WF but had different views whether the FR2 bands should be listed explicitly or just referring TS 38.104.
Tentative agreements:
Agree the first bullet of the recommended WF and capture it the new draft CR. Have another try for the discussion of the FR2 bands table issue based on the new draft CR discussion.
Recommendations for 2nd round:
Discuss and endorse the new draft CR.

	Add IAB-MT channel bandwidth for CA: 
· Adopt the proposals in R4-2014384 and R4-2015433.
	No objections in the first round discussion.
Tentative agreements:
Capture the proposals in R4-2014384 and R4-2015433 to the new draft CR.
Recommendations for 2nd round:
Discuss and endorse the new draft CR.

	Wording corrections: 
· Adopt the corrections in R4-2014384, R4-2016139 and others.
	Similar status in Topic #2 editorial corrections, moderator suggests the agreeable wording corrections proposed in this meeting can be captured to the new draft CR.
Tentative agreements:
Include the agreeable wording corrections proposed in this meeting to the new draft CR.
Recommendations for 2nd round:
Discuss and endorse the new draft CR.



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	Draft CR to TS 38.174: maintenance of TS 38.174 clause 5
	CATT



CRs/TPs
All of the draft CRs are suggested to be noted and the agreeable maintenance will be merged to the new draft CR.
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2014384
	Suggest to be noted

	R4-2015433
	Suggest to be noted

	R4-2016139
	Suggest to be noted

	R4-2016251
	Suggest to be noted



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Companies provides the comments to the drafts, the email discussion on the RAN4 reflector is copied as below,

Dear IAB experts,
I’ve shared the Draft R4-2017644 Draft CR to TS 38.174 maintenance of TS 38.174 clause 5 in the 2nd round folder. In this draft, I captured the parts what we can agree in the 1st round discussion and included a new wording correction I just found as following,
For IAB-MT, the synchronization raster entries entries for NR bands for FR1 in Table 5.2-1 are the same as specified..
For the FR2 bands table in clause 5.2,  I didn’t make any change compared with the original spec. Both the two approaches seems to have good arguments. Although I personally prefer referring TS 38.104, but I’m not sure if we can agree in this meeting. Then I suggest we have more time to consider it and keep the spec as it is at this meeting. We can discuss it further and make the decision in next meeting.
Comments on this revision is very welcomed!
Thanks,
Huiping

Hi
For R4-2017644 one small correction and a comment that the term IAB-Donor is added but not defined, I think it should be either defined here or added to 17474
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_ran/WG4_Radio/TSGR4_97_e/Inbox/Drafts/%5B97e%5D%5B307%5D%20NR_IAB_General/2nd%20round/Draft%20R4-2017644%20Draft%20CR%20to%20TS%2038.174%20maintenance%20of%20TS%2038.174%20clause%205_HW.docx
Cheers
Richard

Hi Richard,
Thanks for your comments on R4-2017644. For IAB-donor, I checked RAN2 spec 38.300, the definition is as follows,
IAB-donor: gNB that provides network access to UEs via a network of backhaul and access links.
I’ll suggest to add it in 17474. The latest version of draft R4-2017644 is uploaded here. Please check if any further comments.
Thanks,
Huiping

Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	R4-2017644   Draft CR to TS 38.174: maintenance of TS 38.174 clause 5
	Suggest to be endorsed


Topic #4: Maintenance of TR 38.809 clause 4-5
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2014752
	Samsung
	TR38.809, 
5.2 Update on IAB operating band according to latest agreement, i.e. deleting FR2 bands table and directly refer TS 38.104.

	R4-2016259
	Ericsson
	TR 38.809： 4.5
Editorial change

	R4-2016260
	Ericsson
	TR 38.809:
Change “BR” to “RB”



Open issues summary
The corrections in R4-2016259 and R4-2016260 are editorial corrections and R4-2014752is a formal CR for the whole TR 38.809. Moderator suggests adopting the corrections for clause 4-5 in the three contributions and merging the corrections to the revision of R4-2014752. How to handleR4-2014752, either revise and approve it in this meeting or revise and email appove it after the meeting pending the discussion in thread [308].
· Recommended WF
· Adopt all the corrections of clause 4-5 for TR 38.809 in the three contributions and merge them to the revision of R4-2014752.
Companies views’ collection for 1st round
	Recommended WF
	Comments

	Adopt all the corrections of TR 38.809 clause 4-5 in the three contributions and merge them to the revision ofR4-2014752.
	Qualcomm: we support the proposals from the moderator.
Samsung: R4-2014752 is formal CR with intention to be revised to capture all draft CRs endorsed for TR38.809 during this meeting. If all corrections in one draft CR is acceptable, it is suggested to endorse that draft CR. It is supposed to align with big CR approach used in RAN4 to leave R4-2014752 revised and return to. And as rapporteur of TR38.809 we would like to continue taking responsibility to maintain and improve the TR quality. 
ZTE: For R4-2014752, it is better to keep the table, otherwise in future ,any FR2 bands defined, then IAB should be supported for that without operator’s request which might give some confusion for vendors’ future plan. It is better to have commercial request clearly by operators.
Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell: We disagree with ZTE view above. Removal of the table just aligns with how core specification is defined.
Huawei: this is TR not TS so of course will date as new bands are added, that is unavoidable.  The TR method does not have to be aligned with TS and the table does show what bands were considered at the time. If anything is done it would be useful to explain that 38.104 is referenced in the TS as it is intended IAB will support all future FR2 bands that are specified for the BS.

	Others comments if any
	


 
Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Adopt all the corrections of TR 38.809 clause 4-5 in the three contributions and merge them to the revision of R4-2014752.
	The editorial corrections in R4-2016259 and R4-2016260 are agreeable. As the rapporteur of TR 38.809 prefer to endorse the separate draft CRs and merge them to the revision of R4-2014752. Moderator suggests endorsing R4-2016259 and R4-2016260. Companies have different views on how to handle FR2 bands table which is proposed in R4-2014752, moderator suggests discussing it further in second round. This issue also exists in the clause 5 correction for TS 38.174, it can be discussed together.
Tentative agreements:
Endorse R4-2016259 and R4-2016260. Further discuss the FR2 bands table issue in the revision of R4-2014752.
Recommendations for 2nd round:
Further discuss the FR2 bands table issue in the revision of R4-2014752.



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	
	





CRs/TPs
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2014752
	To be revised

	R4-2016259
	Suggest to be endorsed

	R4-2016260
	Suggest to be endorsed



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)

Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	R4-2017473	Correction CR on TR38.809
	It’s a big CR for email approval.
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