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[bookmark: _Toc116995841]Introduction
RAN4#106bis reached multiple agreements on mobile IAB RRM. The issues with remaining FFSs are summarized below.

	Issue 1-4: RLM Requirements 
· Introduce RLM requirements based on SSB and CSI-RS
· FFS if all requirements are needed (e.g. requirements at transitions probably not needed since we will not define DRX requirements)
Issue 1-5: Link recovery procedure
· Introduce requirements for the link recovery procedure
· FFS which requirements to be introduced since not all the requirements defined for UE are needed
Issue 1-7: Requirements for HST
· FFS whether HST requirements are needed
· Even if introduced, these will be optional since not all mobile IABs will be deployed in such environments
Issue 1-12: RACH and connection release with redirection
· Introduce requirements for RACH 
· FFS if requirements for connection release with redirection are needed
Issue 1-13: Requirement definition principles
· RRM requirements to be based on the UE requirements
· FFS which requirements are to be re-used for mobile IAB since many UE requirements would not be applicable/neeed to mobile IABs 



In this contribution we elaborate the FFS items and propose the way forward with them.

[bookmark: _Toc116995842]Discussion
RLM requirements
As indicated in the agreement, the need for requirements for transitions are questionable as power saving features are not relevant for the mobile IAB. Otherwise, the UE RLM requirements seem relevant for IAB-MT operation, including L1indication and scheduling requirements.
Proposal 1. Requirements for transitions to be excluded from the mobile IAB RLM requirements.

Link recovery procedure
From the requirements for link recovery procedures, only non-DRX requirements are relevant. Hence, this applies also for requirements for transitions which can be excluded the same way as for RLM.
Proposal 2. Only non-DRX requirements for link recover procedures apply for mobile IAB.

DC is not supported by the mobile IAB-MT and CA has not been specifically discussed related to IAB. Therefore, requirement for beam failure recovery in SCell can be excluded.
Proposal 3. Requirement for beam failure recovery in SCell to be excluded from the mobile IAB requirements.

Requirements for HST
It has been recognized that HST can be relevant only for one anticipated use case of the mobile IAB. Hence, the HST support cannot be mandated for implementation aimed at use case with lower speeds. With this the requirements will neither be mandatory for the mobile IAB.
Proposal 4. RAN4 does not need to introduce HST requirements for mobile IAB.

Connection release with re-direction
Normally the IAB-MT will be connected state when the IAB operation is active i.e., IAB-DU is serving US and requiring BH connection. Connection release (with re-direction) moves the IAB-MT to idle and the cell selection will follow (on the indicated frequency). It means that there will be a break in the BH connection, and the IAB-DU shall presumably stop to serve the configured cell(s). Consequently, there will be inevitable break also for the radio connection of the UEs connected to the mobile IAB cell. Hence, it is not clear what would be the scenario where such deliberate break would be relevant. Therefore, also related requirements do not seem relevant for mobile IAB.
Proposal 5. No RAN4 requirements for connection release with re-direction are needed.

Requirement definition principles
As agreed, the baseline for mobile IAB RRM will be the UE RRM requirements rather earlier IAB requirements. This is justified because in the previous releases IAB-node was assumed to be stationary, and even though the topology adaptation is using mobility (HO) procedures. With stationary deployment e.g. the cell search and detection is not that critical whereas in the mobile scenario UE type performance can be expected. However, we do not have to copy all UE requirements but only relevant should be introduced. Regarding mobility requirements, HO delay and interruption time seem obvious requirements to be supported. DAPS is not supported by IAB and can be excluded and also CHO has not been mandated so far. Also, as the DC is not supported by mobile IAB-MT, requirements for HO with PSCell are not relevant.
Proposal 6. Limited set of UE RRM requirements relevant for IAB-MT can be the baseline where basic requirements for the mobility need to be supported, others are FFS.

[bookmark: _Toc116995848]Conclusion
[bookmark: _Toc116995849]In this contribution we have evaluated the remaining open issues of mobile IAB RRM. We concluded with following proposals:
Proposal 1. Requirements for transitions to be excluded from the mobile IAB RLM requirements.
Proposal 2. Only non-DRX requirements for link recover procedures apply for mobile IAB.
Proposal 3. Requirement for beam failure recovery in SCell to be excluded from the mobile IAB requirements.
Proposal 4. RAN4 does not need to introduce HST requirements for mobile IAB.
Proposal 5. No RAN4 requirements for connection release with re-direction are needed.
 Proposal 6. Limited set of UE RRM requirements relevant for IAB-MT can be the baseline where basic requirements for the mobility need to be supported, others are FFS.
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