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1. Introduction
In the last meeting, the IAB-MT output power dynamics requirements were discussed extensively. The wording of the spec was agreed but there were different understandings of the reference conditions. This contribution provides our consideration on the conditions.
2. Discussion
The understandings of IAB-MT output power dynamics were discussed many times in the previous RAN4 meetings. There were agreed WF [1] that X and Y should be defined. The clarifications in TP [2] is as following,
Changes in the controlled transmit power in the channel bandwidth due to changes in the specified reference condition are not include as part of the dynamic range.
As the behaviour of IAB-MT function is more close to UE than BS, UE power dynamic test can be studied and referred. For UE, minimum output power only tests full RB allocation. We think for IAB-MT minimum output power, full RB is also sufficient. Although full RB allocation may not be a high possibility scenario, this case is a worst case for the minimum output power level considering the SNR performance.
Proposal 1: Only full RB allocation is tested for IAB-MT minimum output power.
For UE maximum output power, full RB allocation and one RB allocation are tested. In the BS-UE coverage plan, one RB is a very important scenario that when UE is in cell coverage or very low SNR scenario, UE must be able to transmit maximum output power on one RB allocation to achieve large coverage. Furthermore, one RB allocation for Tx direction have a severe performance problem which is called CIM3 coming from UE transceiver chipset. Based on the above two reasons, one RB allocation is tested for many RF requirements including maximum output power. For IAB-MT maximum output power test, our understanding is that one RB case is not as important as it is for UE. The reason is that from system point of view it’s not a typical case for IAB-MT to transmit one RB because IAB-DU is planned to serve for many UEs then the IAB-MT UL coverage should be planned for at least partial RB. For Full RB allocation, it is already the very typical test condition for maximum output power, we think it should be kept to test the Tx path performance. Therefore, we have the following proposal,
Proposal 2: Both full RB and partial RB allocation are tested for IAB-MT maximum output power. The RB number of partial RB can be discussed further.
3. Conclusion
This contribution provides our consideration of the reference conditions of IAB-MT output power dynamics test. We have the following proposals,
Proposal 1: Only full RB allocation is tested for IAB-MT minimum output power.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 2: Both full RB and partial RB allocation are tested for IAB-MT maximum output power. The RB number of partial RB can be discussed further.
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