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Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk67466568]The IAB-MT EVM measurement procedure, which contains the details how measurement equipment does the signal processing in EVM measurement, has been discussed for past couple meetings. In this contribution we provide our views to the remaining open issues.
Discussion
In RAN4#98-e a WF was agreed clarifying many of the open issues around the IAB-MT EVM measurement procedure [1]. It was agreed that BS approach is used as basis, including also BS approach to optionally configuring PTRS in FR2. Many parts of the measurement procedure were also deemed to be sufficiently similar between UE and BS so that no modification was needed to be done for IAB. The main open aspect lay in the details of estimation of Tx chain amplitude and frequency response.
It was raised in previous meeting that modifications to the procedure might impact measurement equipment availability, as at least software updates would be needed to accommodate the changes. On top of that, it is useful to note that the during the whole IAB conformance testing work, one of the themes have been to enable re-use of existing UE and BS testing facilities to the largest extent possible allowed by the requirements for itself. 
Naturally, the testing needs to firstly serve the sufficient and correct verification of the requirements. However, secondarily it should be noted that major overhaul of testing equipment would be a poor outcome in case there are means to avoid it while maintaining the sufficient and correct verification of the requirements. 
It can be seen from the change history in [1] that the major difference between the estimation of Tx chain amplitude and frequency response is the averaging of equalizer coefficients. For UE both data and reference symbols are considered, whereas for base station only reference symbols are considered, and linear interpolation is applied for data symbols. For UEs there is also additional spectrum flatness requirement, which is not specified for BS or IAB. On the other hand, IAB and base station have requirements for power accuracy of transmitted carriers, which would be challenging to meet if there are issues in spectrum flatness.
We do not see that there would be a meaningful difference in difficulty of passing the test independent of which procedure is adopted, and rather the root cause of the debate is rather in the desire to re-use existing measurement systems also for IAB. Fundamentally, we see no issues in allowing re-use of both the existing UE and BS ways of estimation of Tx chain amplitude and frequency response.
Observation 1: Both UE and BS ways of estimation of Tx chain amplitude and frequency response could be allowed.
However, given that the IAB is an infrastructure node and the all the other parts of the EVM measurement procedure are being aligned with BS procedure, we do have a slight preference towards adopting the existing BS procedure. If possible, it would be beneficial to confirm that it is feasible to adapt both UE and BS measurement equipment to support this approach.
Proposal: Enable re-use of BS test equipment for EVM testing.
Conclusion 
In this contribution remaining open items for EVM measurement procedure were discussed, and following observation and proposal was made.
Observation 1: Both UE and BS ways of estimation of Tx chain amplitude and frequency response could be allowed.
Proposal: Enable re-use of BS test equipment for EVM testing.
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