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Introduction
According to 1st round discussion on [98e][306] NR_IAB_Conformance_Part1, the candidate agreement captured in moderator summary[1] is copied as below:
	Sub-topic#3-1 Manufacturer declarations
	Tentative agreements:
Issue 3-1-1: re-use of NR declarations
Combination of options 2, 3 and 4
Option 2: Declaration table is copy-pasted to IAB conformance specifications and terminology is updated in the table
Option 3: In case some declarations are not applicable for IAB, they shall be marked as void to keep declaration numbering align with NR BS. (Practice in R4-2102329)
Option 4: In case some declarations are not applicable for only IAB-MT or only IAB-DU, the applicability shall be made clear with added applicability column (R4-21020262102016)
Issue 3-1-2: 
Tentative agreements:
type 1-C related declarations are not applicable for IAB
declarations for bands not defined for IAB are not applicable

Candidate options:
Further look needed on TAE groups, D.25 and D.51, applicability of multiband declarations,

[bookmark: _Hlk62730931]Recommendations for 2nd round: WF lead to drive the discussion to confirm the tentative agreements and capture possible additional agreements



This way forward is to confirm the tentative agreement and possible more agreement during 2nd round.  
Discussion 
 2.1 Agreement on IAB declaration	Comment by Editor: The green part is the tentative agreement with minor editorial modification. Please check whether they are still agreeable or further refinement still needed. 
Dedicated declaration tables will be created for IAB conformance specification for conducted and radiated test requirement respectively. 
· Exiting declaration table structure of gNB will be copied as baseline with necessary update on terminology in declaration name and corresponding description.  
· Regarding numbering for declaration item
· In case some declarations originally defined for gNB but not applicable for IAB, they shall be marked as void in IAB declaration table to keep declaration numbering align with gNB.
· In case additional declaration which never defined for gNB but newly introduced for IAB, the numbering should be considered differently (e.g. 4-digital identifier) to avoid potential conflicting with gNB declaration numbering. 	Comment by Editor: This item is not covered in 1st round discussion. Please check whether this is agreeable or not.	Comment by Chunhui Zhang: Ericsson support this.	Comment by Samsung: It seems no concern to agree this. Hence it’s marked as green 
· In case some declarations are applicable for IAB-MT only or IAB-DU only, the applicability shall be made clear with added applicability column

2.2 WF on how to handle gNB declarations not applicable for IAB
· BS Type 1-C dedicated declaration is not applicable for IAB

· FFS whether D.1 can be voided in conducted conformance specification	Comment by Chunhui Zhang: If the IAB-MT and IAB-DU is implemented separately then it will be declared separately. if the IAB-DU and IAB-MT has separate declaration table, seems the proposal is ok. If IAB-DU and IAB-MT share the same declaration table, unless there is additional declaration for common hardware or shared hardware, seems D1 would be needed for selection of IAB-MT or iAB-DU requirement set, more discussion around this may be needed.
· D35 is not applicable for IAB and will be void in IAB type 1-H declaration on conducted requirement 
· NB-Iot related declaration is not applied for IAB type 1-H
· D.41, D.42 , and D.43 shall be void in IAB declaration on conducted requirement
· For IAB-MT
· For IAB-MT type 1-H declaration in (D.31 TAE group) is not applicable.
· For IAB-MT type 1-O, FFS on whether declaration in (D.49 Ncells) can be applied to serve as scaling factor should be decided. 	Comment by Chunhui Zhang: In TR 37.842, this parameter is related to cell splitting :
(Ncells) relates to the AAS BS setting with the minimum amount of cell splitting
cell splitting: division of the cell's coverage in a sector into multiple subsectors. 
NOTE:	The subsectors may be divided into the vertical and/or horizontal plane.
For IAB-MT, to inherite this from IAB-DU is our understanding from TS 38.174. But we also ok to discuss it next meeting if other companies want to confirm this understanding and then please make an investigation point for it.
· Regarding supporting operating band it’s agreed that declarations for bands not defined for IAB are not applicable
· Note is suggested to be added for D.3 in declaration for conducted requirement and D.4 in declaration for radiated requirement to clarify that declaration should be within operating band defined in TS38.174.
· Note is suggested be added for below list to clarify declaration is not applied for IAB-MT for the time being yet since multiple bands operation is still not clear for IAB-MT. 
· D.18, D.19, D.20, D.23, D.26, D.27, and D.38 in declaration table for conducted requirement 
· D.16, D.18, D.21, D.44, D.48,D.51, D.52, D.60, D.63 in declaration table for radiated requirement 
· Regarding the D.25 for conducted requirement and D.51 for radiated requirement for type 1-H, note is suggested to be added to clarify the difference for IAB-MT is at IAB output power with no dynamic range(backoff) taken into account.  
2.3 WF on how to distinguish declaration dedicated for IAB-MT or IAB-DU only 
· For conducted requirement declaration the table header is suggested as below as suggested in R4-2100908, R4-2102016 and R4-2102332.
	Declaration identifier
	Declaration
	Description
	Applicability

	
	
	
	IAB-DU type 
1-H
	IAB-MT type 
1-H

	D.X
	xxx
	Xxxxx
	x
	x



· For radiated requirement declaration there are two options on table header as below: Option 2 gains more preference hence it is suggested to take this as starting point for TP editor consideration. 	Comment by Editor: Please share preference if any. 
· Option 1: suggested in R4-2102016 and R4-2102332
          
	Declaration identifier
	Declaration
	Description
	Applicability
(Note 1)

	
	
	
	IAB-DU  type 1-H
(Note 2)
	IAB-MT  type 1-H
(Note 2)
	IAB-DU  type 1-O
(Note 2)
	IAB-MT  type 1-O
(Note 2)
	IAB-DU  type 2-O
(Note 2)
	IAB-MT  type 2-O
(Note 2)

	D.X
	XXX
	XXXXX
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x


· [bookmark: _GoBack]Option 2: updated suggestion ed based in R4-2100908 and R4-2102016
	Declaration identifier
	Declaration
	Description
	Declaration applied for both IAB-DU and IAB-MT? 
[note: alternatively this can be more to end of the table as a note]
	Applicability
(Note 1)

	
	
	
	
	IAB type 1-H
(Note 2)
	IAB type 1-O
	IAB type 2-O

	D.X
	XXX
	XXX
	Yes /No, this is applied for xxx only. 
	x
	x
	x





	Declaration identifier
	Declaration
	Description
	Applicability
(Note 1)

	
	
	
	IAB type 1-H
(Note 2)
	IAB type 1-O
	IAB type 2-O

	D.X
	XXX
	XXX
	x (only IAB-DU)
	x (only IAB-DU)
	x (only IAB-DU)





