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1. Overall Description:

RAN2 discussed RLM/BFD relaxation features for ePowSav, and has agreed  the following :
Regarding the configurations of RLM/BFD relaxation:
	· BFD relaxation is enable/disable per serving cell (i.e. separately between Pcell/PScell and Scell). FFS on stage-3 details.

· RLM relaxation is enable/disable per-CG (i.e. separately between Pcell and PScell). FFS on stage-3 details, FFS if enable/disable is by the UE or by the network. 


· Parameters of SSearchDeltaP and TSearchDeltaP for low mobility criterion is configured in dedicated signaling. FFS on stage-3 details (i.e. value range of parameters, in which IE).

· RLM relaxation and BFD relaxation are enabled/disabled separately.
· RAN2 assumes the criteria configuration for RLM relaxation and BFD relaxation are configured separately. FFS Which criteria configuration(s) could be configured separately (e.g. serving cell quality). RAN2 can come back on this based on RAN4 conclusion.
· BWP switch doesn’t impact evaluation of BFD relaxation or ongoing relaxation of BFD measurement.

· If UE report on fulfillment or not (entry/exit) to network for RLM/BFD relaxation is agreeable, UAI is used to provide the report. 
· 
· 


Regarding the spec separation for RLM/BFD relaxation:

	· RAN2 assumes the configurations for RLM/BFD relaxation should be captured in RAN2 specification, while the relaxation requirements/approaches should be captured in RAN4 specification. 

· RAN2 assumes that the criteria for RLM/BFD relaxation will be captured in RAN2 TS, can ask R4


Besides, RAN2 assumes below aspects highly depend on RAN4 conclusions. So RAN2 has decided to postpone the corresponding discussion in RAN2 and have decided to wait for RAN4 progress:

	· Postpone the discussion on how to enable/disable RLM relaxation per-CG, and how to enable/disable BFD relaxation per-serving cell to wait for RAN4 conclusions on the configuration of criteria.
· Postpone the discussion on how to provide the criteria configuration for RLM relaxation and BFD relaxation for low mobility criterion to wait for progress from RAN4. 

· Postpone the discussion on how to provide the criteria configuration for RLM relaxation and BFD relaxation for serving cell quality criterion to wait for progress from RAN4. 

· Postpone the discussion on how to evaluate the low mobility criterion for RLM/BFD relaxation to wait for progress from RAN4. 

· Postpone the discussion on how to evaluate the serving cell quality criterion for RLM/BFD relaxation to wait for progress from RAN4. 



2. Actions:

To RAN WG4
RAN2 kindly request RAN4 to take the above information into account during the following work, and study/specify the corresponding requirements/approaches for RLM/BFD relaxation, and provide feedback, if any.
3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:

TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #117-e

21 February - 3 March 2022 


e-Meeting 
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #118-e

16 – 27 May 2022




e-Meeting
�We think that it is ok to add RAN1 in the CC to keep them informed of the agreements in RAN 2


�Companies are invited to share views on whether need to CC/To RAN1.


�As asked in [000], we found these two agreements conflict with the following agreement:





[056] Postpone the discussion on the granularity for RLM/BFD relaxation enable/disable (e.g. per-UE/CG/Serving cell) to wait for RAN4 conclusions on the configuration of criteria.





We can update when clarification on agreements has been done.


�Thanks Haitao for your careful review. 





As replied in [000],


I think the first two agreements were made in the first round of discussion during online, there should be no doubt on this.


Regarding the 2nd part of agreement, it was confirmed offline by email in #056. Based on the discussion, this issue is about “how to enable/disable RLM relaxation per-CG, and how to enable/disable BFD relaxation per-serving cell, e.g. explicit indication or implicit by configuration”. Companies agreed to wait for RAN4. 


 


Thus, the Proposal need to agreed should be:


Proposal 2: Postpone the discussion on how to enable/disable RLM relaxation per-CG, and how to enable/disable BFD relaxation per-serving cell to wait for RAN4 conclusions on the configuration of criteria.





Let’s see whether it could be confirm by Chair. Otherwise, we could remove the agreement below:


“ Postpone the discussion on the granularity for RLM/BFD relaxation enable/disable (e.g. per-UE/CG/Serving cell) to wait for RAN4 conclusions on the configuration of criteria”





�This is conflicting with the above agreements:





BFD relaxation is enable/disable per serving cell (i.e. separately between Pcell/PScell and Scell). FFS on stage-3 details.


RLM relaxation is enable/disable per-CG (i.e. separately between Pcell and PScell). FFS on stage-3 details, FFS if enable/disable is by the UE or by the network. �





�See above.





