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Introduction
This email discussion contains the summary of the proposals on the RRM requirements to be defined for mobile IAB. The discussion is a continuation from RAN4#107 based on the WF agreed in RP-2310085.
Topic #1: Title
Definition of RRM requirements for mobile IAB is discussed in this section. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2312202
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Draft CR, please check and provide comments on the content

	R4-2312417
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 1: RAN4 to discuss whether to differentiate wide area IAB-MT and local area IAB-MT for RRM requirements to be introduced.

	R4-2312418
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Draft CR, please check and provide comments on the content

	R4-2312441
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Draft CR, please check and provide comments on the content

	R4-2313519
	Ericsson
	· [bookmark: _Hlk143161653]Proposal #1: The intra-frequency HO delay requirement for mIAB-MT is defined for non-DRX.
· Proposal #2: The intra-frequency HO and RRC connection re-establishment requirements for mIAB-MT are defined for up to 4 SMTCs.
· Proposal 3: Both intra-frequency HO and RRC connection re-establishment requirements for mIAB-MT are applicable to only FR2-1 bands.


	R4-2313520
	Ericsson
	Draft CR, please check and provide comments on the content



Open issues summary
The open issues are mainly about how to define requirements that were agreed to be introduced in the previous meetings.
Draft CRs are also submitted, companies should provide comments on the submitted CRs
Sub-topic 1-1
Requirement differentiation
Issue 1-1: RRM Requirement differentiation based on mIAB class
· Proposals
· Option 1: RRM requirements for the mobile IAB-MT should be differentiate based on the mobile IAB class
· Option 2: there is no need to differentiate since the mobility requirements/scenarios for the mobile IAB-MT do not depend on the class even if different classes were defined
· Recommended WF
· Option 2

Sub-topic 1-2
mIAB-MT requirements structure
There are a few options on how to structure the specs for the mIAB-MT, this should be discussed and also coordinated with the RF specs
Issue 1-2: mIAB-MT requirements structure
· Proposals
· Option 1: use suffix A and have clauses for the mIAB-MT with the same numbers as for the IAB-MT(for example, 12.3 is the signaling characteristics for IAB MTs, we could do 12.3A with “signaling characteristic for mIAB MTs”) . Handling of specs for which there is no corresponding legacy IAB-MT requirement might be more complicated
· Option 2: create another high level clause for the mIAB-MT RRM requirements (e.g. clause 13 -  Radio resource management requirements for mIAB-MTs). Include all the requirements and reference the already existing requirements from other clauses
· Others
· Recommended WF
· discuss and also check the RF spec discussion as these should be coordinated. 
Based on the agreements, the specs can be further organized and compiled into a big CR

Sub-topic 1-3
HO and RRC re-establishment requirements
Issue 1-3: HO and RRC re-establishment requirements 
· Proposals
· Option 1: 
· Proposal #1: The intra-frequency HO delay requirement for mIAB-MT is defined for non-DRX.
· Proposal #2: The intra-frequency HO and RRC connection re-establishment requirements for mIAB-MT are defined for up to 4 SMTCs.
· Proposal 3: Both intra-frequency HO and RRC connection re-establishment requirements for mIAB-MT are applicable to only FR2-1 bands.
· Option 2: others
· Recommended WF
· Adopt Option 1 and discuss the corresponding draft CR 


