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1. Introduction

This contribution is to summarize the proposals made by the contributions [1-11] submitted under the AI 8.9.2.3 on RLM/BFD relaxation for ePowSav. 
2. Discussion

2.1. Configuration for RLM/BFD relaxation 
Whether the configurations of RLM and BFD relaxation criteria are configured separately, or whether the enable/disable of RLM and BFD relaxation feature are configured separately, is discussedin the below contributions:
	Companies
	Proposals

	Qualcomm [1]
	Proposal 5. 
On PCell or SpCell, relaxation criteria for RLM and BFD are configured separately.

	NEC [3]
	Proposal 5: The issue of whether there are separated parameters for RLM/BFD relaxation leaves to RAN4.

	Xiaomi [5]
	Proposal 6
The RLM relaxation should be enabled or disabled separately between Pcell and PScell

Proposal 7
The BFD relaxation should be enabled or disabled separately between Pcell/PScell and Scell.

	vivo [6]
	Proposal 1: The enable and disable for RLM/BFD relaxation should be controlled by network:

-
If the relaxation criteria (e.g. serving cell quality threshold and/or parameters for low mobility criteria) needs to be configured, the enable/disable for RLM/BFD relaxation could be implicitly indicated by the configuration of criteria;

-
Otherwise (i.e. if any configuration is no needed for RLM/BFD relaxation, e.g. based on pre-defined parameters, or the relaxation criteria could not be configured to enable RLM/BFD relaxation), explicit indication (e.g. 1bit) is introduced to enable/disable the RLM/BFD relaxation.

Proposal 4: The configuration of RLM and BFD relaxation (e.g. criteria configuration, or enable/disable indication) could be configured separately.

	Huawei, HiSilicon [7]
	Proposal 3: The network can enable/disable RLM and BFD relaxation criteria independently.

	CATT [8]
	Proposal 1: In MR-DC, the NW can enable/disable RLM relaxation separately in each node.

Proposal 2: In MR-DC, the NW can enable/disable BFD relaxation separately in each node.

Proposal 4: If the parameter for the good serving cell quality criterion is configurable, it can be configured separately for RLM and BFD relaxation.

	LG [10]
	Proposal 1
RLM relaxations for PCell and PSCell are enabled/disabled separately.

Proposal 2
BFD relaxation is enabled/disabled per serving cell.

Proposal 3
RLM/BFD relaxation for a cell is enabled/disabled together.


[Raporteur] As we agreed in RAN2#116e meeting that: RAN2 assumes the presence/absence of configuration for RLM/BFD relaxation criteria in signalling indicates to the UE whether the UE can/should evaluate the criteria, rapporteur assumes the configuration of RLM/BFD relaxation criteria could also present the enable/disable RLM/BFD relaxation feature (while how to perorm relaxation/reporting will be discussed later).
Based on the contributions:

5 companies think the configuration of RLM and BFD relaxation should be configured separately.
1 company thinks whether there are separated parameters for RLM and BFD relaxation leaves to RAN4.
1 company thinks RLM/BFD relaxation for a cell is enabled/disabled together.
From Raporteur point of view, how to provide configurations for RLM/BFD relaxation could be determined in RAN2 and finally confirmed with RAN4. In this way, rapporteur suggests the below proposal:
Proposal 1: [For discussion] The configuration of RLM and BFD relaxation (i.e. enable/disable RLM/BFD relaxation feature) is configured separately.
2.1 RLM/BFD relaxation configuration in DC/CA
How to provide the configurations of RLM and BFD relaxation criteria in DC/CA scenarios is discussed in the below contributions:
	Companies
	Proposals

	Qualcomm [1]
	Proposal 3. 
BFD relaxation criteria are configured and evaluated per serving cell.

	Intel [4]
	Proposal#3: RLM/BFD relaxation criteria is defined outside of the RRM measurement framework (i.e. part of CellGroupConfig rather than measConfig).
Proposal#5: The signalling for the RLM relaxation criteria configuration is included in the SpCellConfig and the signalling for the BFD relaxation configuration is included in the SCellConfig for the SCell and the SpCellConfig for the SpCell.

	Xiaomi [5]
	Proposal 4
The NW can configure relaxation criteria independently by the MN and by the SN and both the MN and the SN can configure UE reporting.

Proposal 6
The RLM relaxation should be enabled or disabled separately between Pcell and PScell

Proposal 7
The BFD relaxation should be enabled or disabled separately between Pcell/PScell and Scell.

	vivo [6]
	Proposal 2: The configuration of RLM relaxation (e.g. criteria configuration, or enable/disable indication) could be configured separately between MCG and SCG in DC case. 

Proposal 3: The configuration of BFD relaxation (e.g. criteria configuration, or enable/disable indication) could be configured separately between Pcell, PScell and Scell in DC/CA case.

	Huawei, HiSilicon [7]
	Proposal 4: RLM relaxation criterion can be enable/configured separately for MCG (PCell) and SCG (PSCell) in DC case. BFD relaxation criterion can be enable/configured separately for PCell/PSCell and SCells.

	CATT [8]
	Proposal 1: In MR-DC, the NW can enable/disable RLM relaxation separately in each node.

Proposal 2: In MR-DC, the NW can enable/disable BFD relaxation separately in each node.

Proposal 5: If the parameter for the good serving cell quality criterion is configurable, it can be configured separately for BFD relaxation of each serving cell.

	LG [10]
	Proposal 1
RLM relaxations for PCell and PSCell are enabled/disabled separately.

Proposal 2
BFD relaxation is enabled/disabled per serving cell.

Proposal 3
RLM/BFD relaxation for a cell is enabled/disabled together.


Based on the contributions:

For RLM relaxation:

All 6 companies think RLM relaxation criteria are configured and evaluated per-CG (i.e. separately between Pcell and PScell).
5 companies think RLM relaxation should be enabled/disabled per-CG (i.e. separately between Pcell and PScell).
For BFD relaxation:
6 companies think BFD relaxation criteria are configured and evaluated per serving cell (i.e. separately between Pcell/PScell and Scell).
1 company thinks good serving cell quality criterion (if configurable) can be configured separately for BFD relaxation of each serving cell.
Besides, one company suggests to provide configuration as part of CellGroupConfig rather than measConfig, e.g. in the SpCellConfig for RLM relaxation and SCellConfig for the SCell and the SpCellConfig for the SpCell for BFD relaxation. Rapporteur thinks this stage-3 details could be discussed later after we have conclusions on how to provide the configruations. 
5 companies think BFD relaxation should be enabled/disabled per-serving cell (i.e. separately between Pcell/PScell and Scell).
In this way, rapporteur suggests the below proposal:Proposal 2a: [For Agreement] RLM relaxation criteria are configured and evaluated per-CG (i.e. separately between Pcell and PScell). FFS on stage-3 details (i.e. in which IE). Note: Whether low mobility criterion is configured per-UE basis will be discussed in proposal 5.
Proposal 2b: [For Agreement] RLM relaxation is enable/disable per-CG (i.e. separately between Pcell and PScell). FFS on stage-3 details.
Proposal 3a: [For Agreement] BFD relaxation criteria are configured and evaluated per serving cell (i.e. separately between Pcell/PScell and Scell). FFS on stage-3 details (i.e. in which IE). Note: Whether low mobility criterion is configured per-UE basis will be discussed in proposal 5.
Proposal 3b: [For Agreement] BFD relaxation is enable/disable per serving cell (i.e. separately between Pcell/PScell and Scell). FFS on stage-3 details.
2.2 Criteria for RLM/BFD relaxation 
For low mobility criterion, how to provide the corresponding configurations is discussed in the below contributions:
	Companies
	Proposals

	OPPO [2]
	Proposal 1
Rel-17 low mobility criterion is configured to the UE via dedicated RRC signalling.

	NEC [3]
	Proposal 1: The parameters of SSearchDeltaP and TSearchDeltaP from low mobility and the offset X and threshold Qx from good serving cell quality can be put into dedicated RRC signalling, i.e. RadioLinkMonitoringConfig.

	Intel [4]
	Proposal#1: Include the SSearchDeltaP and TSearchDeltaP in the dedicated signalling for low mobility criterion for RLM/BFD relaxation.

	Xiaomi [5]
	Proposal 2
The mobility criteria to be configured on per-UE basis.

	vivo [6]
	Proposal 6: The corresponding parameters for low mobility criterion, i.e. SSearchDeltaP, and TSearchDeltaP, are configured by network.

Proposal 7: For low mobility criterion:

· If low mobility criterion is defined or configured as per-CG criterion, i.e. there are separate configurations for MCG and SCG, Srxlev value of the serving cell should refer to Pcell and PScell, respectively.

· If low mobility criterion is defined or configured as per-CC criterion, i.e. there are separate configurations for Pcell/PScell and Scell, Srxlev value of the serving cell should refer to Pcell/PScell and Scell, respectively. 



	Huawei, HiSilicon [7]
	Proposal 1: The network optionally provides two thresholds (s-SearchDeltaP and t-SearchDeltaP) for the low mobility criterion for RLM/BFD relaxation. RAN2 further discusses the value ranges.

	CATT [8]
	Proposal 3: Only one low mobility criterion for RLM and BFD relaxation can be configured for each UE. And only SpCell is used for the criterion. Confirm the understanding with RAN4 if needed.


Based on the contributions:

4 companies think parameters of SSearchDeltaP and TSearchDeltaP for low mobility criterion is configured in dedicated signaling.
Besides, 
2 companies mention that only one low mobility criterion for RLM/BFD relaxation can be configured for each UE (i.e. per-UE basis), and one company thinks only SpCell is used for the criterion.
1 company thinks low mobility criterion for RLM/BFD relaxation can be configured per-cell or per-CG. 
Rapporteur thinks the stage-3 details (i.e. value range of the parameters, in which IE) could be discussed later during running CR phase. 
In this way, rapporteur suggests the below proposal:
Proposal 4: [For agreement] 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).
Proposal 5: [For Discussion] RAN2 to discuss whether low mobility criterion should be configured per-UE basis (i.e. only one low mobility criterion for each UE). 
For good serving cell quality criterion, how to provide the corresponding configurations is discussed in the below contributions:
	Companies
	Proposals

	OPPO [2]
	Proposal 2
For good serving cell quality criterion, the offset X is configured to the UE via dedicated RRC signalling.

	NEC [3]
	Proposal 1: The parameters of SSearchDeltaP and TSearchDeltaP from low mobility and the offset X and threshold Qx from good serving cell quality can be put into dedicated RRC signalling, i.e. RadioLinkMonitoringConfig.

	Intel [4]
	Proposal#2: For good serving cell quality criterion, RAN2 should wait for further RAN4 agreement on whether any of the parameters of the criterion are configurable.

	Xiaomi [5]
	Proposal 3
RAN2 can wait for more input for the good serving cell quality criterion in RAN4.

	vivo [6]
	Proposal 5: For serving cell quality criterion:

-
If serving cell quality criterion is defined or configured as per-CG criterion, i.e. there are separate configurations for MCG and SCG, serving cell quality should refer to Pcell and PScell, respectively.

-
If serving cell quality criterion is defined or configured as per-CC criterion, i.e. there are separate configurations for Pcell/PScell and Scell, serving cell quality should refer to Pcell/PScell and Scell, respectively.

	Huawei, HiSilicon [7]
	Proposal 2: RAN2 waits for more RAN4 progress to decide whether an explicit indication (in case that the good serving cell quality criterion is predefined) is introduced for network to indicate whether the UE can/should evaluate this criterion.

	CATT [8]
	Proposal 6: If the parameter for the good serving cell quality criterion is configurable, it is introduced in IE RadioLinkMonitoringConfig.


Based on the contributions:

3 companies think RAN2 should wait for more progress from RAN4 on good serving cell quality criterion. 
2 companies think parameters of offset X on threshold Qx for good serving cell quality is configured in dedicated signaling.

Besides, 2 companies think the paramters for good serving cell quality should be configured in the IE RadioLinkMonitoringConfig. Rapporteur thinks the stage-3 details (i.e. value range of the parameters, in which IE) could be discussed later during running CR phase after we concluded whether the paramters for good serving cell quality is configured. 
Based on the rapporteur’s understaning on RAN4 progress, whether the offset/threshold for good serving cell quality criterion could be configured or pre-defined is still being discussed in RAN4. 
In this way, rapporteur suggests the below proposal:
Proposal 6: [For agreement] RAN2 wait for more progress from RAN4 on Whether/How to configure good serving cell quality criterion. 
2.3 Mechanism for RLM/BFD relaxation 
How to perform RLM/BFD relaxation is discussed in the below contributions:

	Companies
	Proposals

	Qualcomm [1]
	Proposal 1. 
If UE is already configured with RLM/BFD relaxation criteria and a relaxation scaling factor, it can start/stop RLM/BFD measurement relaxation by itself once it meets/fails the relaxation criteria.

Proposal 2. 
Network can configure a maximum RLM/BFD relaxation interval, i.e. UE resumes normal RLM/BFD measurements after having relaxed measurements for the configured interval.

Proposal 4.
BWP switch does not impact evaluation of BFD relaxation or ongoing relaxation of BFD measurements.

	OPPO [2]
	Proposal 4
UE performs RLM/BFD relaxation based on network’s command.

[Rapporteur] In the contribution, OPPO thinks UE needs to report the fulfillment to network.

	Intel [4]
	Proposal#4:  When UE is configured by the network to perform relaxation of RLM/BFD, no further reporting to the network is required by the UE in order for the network to start or stop RLM/BFD relaxation at the UE. 

[Rapporteur] In the contribution, Intel thinks UE can perform/stop RLM/BFD relaxation requirement once the criteria are fulfilled or not.

	Huawei, HiSilicon [7]
	Proposal 6: The network explicitly indicates whether RLM/BFD relaxation is allowed.

[Rapporteur] In the contribution, Huawei thinks UE needs to report the fulfillment or not to network.

	Interdigital [9]
	Proposal 1: If RLM/BFD relaxation reporting and dynamic network control is supported then MAC CE should be used for reporting whether the criteria is met (in UL) and for allowing relaxation (in DL).

	Nokia [10]
	Proposal 1: The UE is not allowed autonomously relax the RLM/BFD measurements 

Proposal 2: Explicit RLM/BFD relaxation allowed/not allowed indication is introduced

Proposal 3: The explicit RLM/BFD relaxation allowed/not allowed indication can be used irrespective if the RLM/BFD relaxation criteria is configured or not.
Proposal 5: The UE shall start RLM/BFD relaxation upon 1) allowed indication is received from the network or 2) the UE has reported that RLM/BFD relaxation criteria is fulfilled.


Based on the contributions:

3 companies think UE can start/stop RLM/BFD relaxation by itself if it meets/fails the relaxation criteria.
3 companies think UE performs RLM/BFD relaxation based on network indication. One company thinks the explicit RLM/BFD relaxation allowed/not allowed indication can be used irrespective if the RLM/BFD relaxation criteria is configured or not. One companythinks the network indication should be included in MAC CE.
Besides,
1 company thinks network can configure a maximum RLM/BFD relaxation interval, i.e. UE resumes normal measurement after having relaxed measurement for the configured interval.
1 company thinks BWP switch doesn’t impact evaluation of BFD relaxation or ongoing relaxation of BFD measurement. 
Rapporteur: whether/how/what need to report fulfillment or not (entry/exit) to network is summarized/discussed in the next question. 
From rapporteur point of view, if UE performs RLM/BFD relaxation is based on network indication, where to take this indication could be FFS. In this way, rapporteur suggests the below proposals:
Proposal 7: [For discussion] RAN2 to discuss the RLM/BFD relaxation mechanism:

· Option 1: UE can start/stop RLM/BFD relaxation by itself if it meets/fails the relaxation criteria. Note: UE reporting will be discussed later as separate issue.
· Option 2: Whether UE performs RLM/BFD relaxation is based on network indication. FFS irrespective if the RLM/BFD relaxation criteria is configured or if only apply to RLM/BFD relaxation criteria is not configured. 
Proposal 8: [For discussion] RAN2 to discuss whether a maximum RLM/BFD relaxation interval is needed, i.e. UE resumes normal measurement after having relaxed measurement for the configured interval.
Proposal 9: [For discussion] RAN2 to discuss whether BWP switch impacts evaluation of BFD relaxation or ongoing relaxation of BFD measurement.
For UEs supporting RLM/BFD relaxation, whether/how/what need to report fulfillment or not (entry/exit) to network is discussed in the below contributions:
	Companies
	Proposals

	OPPO [2]
	Proposal 3
UE reports to network when any configured RLM/BFD relaxation criterion is fulfilled.

	NEC [3]
	Proposal 2: Introducing UE report mechanism that once UE meets the relaxation criteria, it should report to network.

Proposal 3: After reporting that the relaxation criteria are met, UE can also report to network that the criteria are not met anymore and can exit relaxation without following network indication.

	Intel [4]
	Proposal#4:  When UE is configured by the network to perform relaxation of RLM/BFD, no further reporting to the network is required by the UE in order for the network to start or stop RLM/BFD relaxation at the UE.  

	Xiaomi [5]
	Proposal 5
RAN2 to consider UE using measurement reporting or UE Assistance Information to inform network when it meets or no longer meets RLM/BFD relaxation criteria.

	Huawei, HiSilicon [7]
	Proposal 5: The UE reports to the network when RLM/BFD relaxation criteria are fulfilled or exited.

	CATT [8]
	Proposal 7: UE reporting of fulfilling or leaving the relaxation criteria is not supported for RLM and BFD relaxation mechanism.

	Interdigital [9]
	Proposal 1: If RLM/BFD relaxation reporting and dynamic network control is supported then MAC CE should be used for reporting whether the criteria is met (in UL) and for allowing relaxation (in DL).

	Nokia [10]
	Proposal 4: The UE shall report when RLM/BFD relaxation criteria is fulfilled or not (entry/exit).


Based on the contributions:

5 companies think UE should report to network when RLM/BFD relaxation criteria is fulfilled or not (entry/exit). In which, 1 company thinks measurement reporting or UAI could be used for this reporting. One company thinks MAC CE is used for reporting if the UE reporting is supported.
2 companies think UE reporting of fulfilling or leaving the relaxation criteria is not needed for RLM and BFD relaxation mechanism. In which, 1 company thinks the UE reporting is not needed when UE is configured by the network to perform relaxation of RLM/BFD. 
From rapporteur point of view, how to provide report to network when RLM/BFD relaxation criteria is fulfilled or not (entry/exit) could be discussed after we concluded whether the report is needed or not. 
In this way, rapporteur suggests the below proposals:
Proposal 10: [For discussion] RAN2 to discuss whether UE should report to network when RLM/BFD relaxation criteria is fulfilled or not (i.e. entry or entry&exit).
Proposal 11: [For discussion] If the report when RLM/BFD relaxation criteria is fulfilled or not (i.e. entry or entry&exit) is needed, RAN2 to discuss how to provide the report:
· Option 1: in Measurement Report

· Option 2: In UAI

· Option 3: In MAC CE
2.4 Coordination with RAN4
How to coordinate with RAN4 on RLM/BFD relaxation is discussed in the below contributions:
	Companies
	Proposals

	vivo [6]
	Proposal 8: The relaxation approaches as well as the corresponding requirements for relaxed RLM/BFD measurement should be captured in RAN4 specification, while the relaxation criteria as well as the configurations should be captured in RAN2 specification.


Based on the contributions, rapporteur suggests the below proposal:
Proposal 12: [For discussion] RAN2 to discuss whether the relaxation approaches as well as the corresponding requirements for relaxed RLM/BFD measurement should be captured in RAN4 specification, while the relaxation criteria as well as the configurations should be captured in RAN2 specification. 
Whether and what need to sent LS to RAN4 on RLM/BFD relaxation is discussed in the below contributions:
	Companies
	Proposals

	NEC [3]
	Proposal 4: RAN2 is suggested to inform of RAN4 about the concern of low mobility criterion once we have an LS needs to be sent.

[Rapporteur] the concern is: BFD is a beam level measurement (by evaluating BFD-RS), if we reuse Rel-16 RRM low mobility criterion which is a cell level measurement (by evaluating cell RSRP). Maybe it is not efficient for BFD relaxation.

	vivo [6]
	Proposal 9: An LS should be sent to RAN4 to include the conclusions for above proposals. 

	CATT [8]
	Proposal 3: Only one low mobility criterion for RLM and BFD relaxation can be configured for each UE. And only SpCell is used for the criterion. Confirm the understanding with RAN4 if needed.


Based on the contributions:

3 companies think RAN2 needs to send LS to RAN4 for following information:

1. RAN2 concern it is not efficient for BFD relaxation with low mobility criterion, as BFD is a beam level measurement (by evaluating BFD-RS), low mobility criterion is a cell level measurement (by evaluating cell RSRP). 
2. RAN2 conclusions on the configurations and signaling. 
3. Only one low mobility criterion for RLM/BFD relaxation can be configured each UE (i.e. per-UE basis), if agreed. 
In this way, rapporteur suggests the below proposal:
Proposal 13: [For discussion] RAN2 to discuss whether an LS is needed to RAN4 at least including below information:
· RAN2 concern it is not efficient for BFD relaxation with low mobility criterion, as BFD is a beam level measurement (by evaluating BFD-RS), low mobility criterion is a cell level measurement (by evaluating cell RSRP). 
· RAN2 conclusions on the configurations and signaling. 
· Only one low mobility criterion for RLM/BFD relaxation can be configured each UE (i.e. per-UE basis), if agreed. 
3. Conclusion

In this paper, we summarize the proposals on RLM/BFD relaxation for ePowSav. Based on the summary, we have the following proposals:
The following list shows the proposals above re-organized based on the suggested priority aiming to help the online discussion:

Proposals for easy agreement

Proposal 2a: [For Agreement] RLM relaxation criteria are configured and evaluated per-CG (i.e. separately between Pcell and PScell). FFS on stage-3 details (i.e. in which IE). Note: Whether low mobility criterion is configured per-UE basis will be discussed in proposal 5.
Proposal 2b: [For Agreement] RLM relaxation is enable/disable per-CG (i.e. separately between Pcell and PScell). FFS on stage-3 details.
Proposal 3a: [For Agreement] BFD relaxation criteria are configured and evaluated per serving cell (i.e. separately between Pcell/PScell and Scell). FFS on stage-3 details (i.e. in which IE). Note: Whether low mobility criterion is configured per-UE basis will be discussed in proposal 5.
Proposal 3b: [For Agreement] BFD relaxation is enable/disable per serving cell (i.e. separately between Pcell/PScell and Scell). FFS on stage-3 details.
Proposal 4: [For agreement] 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).
Proposals need further online discussion:

Proposal 1: [For discussion] The configuration of RLM and BFD relaxation (i.e. enable/disable RLM/BFD relaxation feature) is configured separately.
Proposal 5: [For Discussion] RAN2 to discuss whether low mobility criterion should be configured per-UE basis (i.e. only one low mobility criterion for each UE). 

Proposal 6: [For agreement] RAN2 wait for more progress from RAN4 on Whether/How to configure good serving cell quality criterion. 
Proposal 7: [For discussion] RAN2 to discuss the RLM/BFD relaxation mechanism:

· Option 1: UE can start/stop RLM/BFD relaxation by itself if it meets/fails the relaxation criteria. Note: UE reporting will be discussed later as separate issue.
· Option 2: Whether UE performs RLM/BFD relaxation is based on network indication. FFS irrespective if the RLM/BFD relaxation criteria is configured or if only apply to RLM/BFD relaxation criteria is not configured. 
Proposal 8: [For discussion] RAN2 to discuss whether a maximum RLM/BFD relaxation interval is needed, i.e.
 UE resumes normal measurement after having relaxed measurement for the configured interval.
Proposal 9: [For discussion] RAN2 to discuss whether BWP switch impacts evaluation of BFD relaxation or ongoing relaxation of BFD measurement.

Proposal 10: [For discussion] RAN2 to discuss whether UE should report to network when RLM/BFD relaxation criteria is fulfilled or not (i.e. entry or entry&exit).
Proposal 11: [For discussion] If the report when RLM/BFD relaxation criteria is fulfilled or not (i.e. entry or entry&exit) is needed, RAN2 to discuss how to provide the report:

· Option 1: in Measurement Report

· Option 2: In UAI

· Option 3: In MAC CE
Proposal 12: [For discussion] RAN2 to discuss whether the relaxation approaches as well as the corresponding requirements for relaxed RLM/BFD measurement should be captured in RAN4 specification, while the relaxation criteria as well as the configurations should be captured in RAN2 specification. 
Proposal 13: [For discussion] RAN2 to discuss whether an LS is needed to RAN4 at least including below information:

· RAN2 concern it is not efficient for BFD relaxation with low mobility criterion, as BFD is a beam level measurement (by evaluating BFD-RS), low mobility criterion is a cell level measurement (by evaluating cell RSRP). 
· RAN2 conclusions on the configurations and signaling. 
· Only one low mobility criterion for RLM/BFD relaxation can be configured each UE (i.e. per-UE basis), if agreed. 
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