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1	Introduction
In RAN4 93 meeting, the issue of RLM requirements for IAB MTs has been discussed [1]. Some companies proposed to reuse Rel-15 UE requirements [2]. In RAN 86 meeting [3], some agreements were reached:
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In this paper, we tend to discuss the issue of RLM requirements for IAB MTs and provide our view.
2 RLM for IAB MT
As agreed in RAN 86 meeting, there will be different types of IAB nodes defined. In our view, it makes most sense to define different types of IAB MTs other than to define different types of IAB DUs, as analyzed in our paper [4]. It’s also agreed that the RLM requirements would only be applicable to micro type of IAB nodes.
Observation 1: RLM requirements will only be defined to micro type of IAB nodes.
From our point of view, the idea here is that the micro type IAB node would be more vulnerable to blockage, thus presents a more UE alike behavior from RRM perspective. On the other hand, the IAB node in macro type of deployment is more likely to be fixed and static and deployed at positions which would naturally avoid blockage issues, so this kind of IAB nodes can have a much relaxed RRM requirements or no requirements at all.
Observation 2: The reason to only have RLM requirements for micro type of IAB nodes (MTs) is that this kind of nodes are more UE alike (for instance antenna height).
Thus, based on this assumption, we suggest to re-use Rel-15 UE RLM requirements for micro type of IAB nodes (MTs). This would be consistent to the decision made in RAN 86 meeting that the RLM requirements are only applicable to micro type of IAB nodes (MTs) but not the macro type.
Re-use Rel-15 UE RLM requirements for micro type of IAB nodes (MTs) unless there are special RAN1 / RAN2 mechanisms for IAB MTs defined.
3	Conclusion
Observation 1: RLM requirements will only be defined to micro type of IAB nodes.
Observation 2: The reason to only have RLM requirements for micro type of IAB nodes (MTs) is that this kind of nodes are more UE alike (for instance antenna height).
Proposal 1: Re-use Rel-15 UE RLM requirements for micro type of IAB nodes (MTs) unless there are special RAN1 / RAN2 mechanisms for IAB MTs defined.
References
[1] [bookmark: _Ref2843888]R4-1915798
[2] R4-1914986
[3] RP-193199
[4] R4-20
image1.png
Way Forward

* RAN4 will introduce RLM and BFD/BFR requirements for the MT targeting certain
scenarios classes depending on RAN4 definition
* Requirements will be defined for scenarios not targeting macro type of deployments. No
requirements will be defined for scenarios targeting macro type of deployments:

* If multiple MT classes (e.g. macro type, pico type deployments) are defined, the requirements should be
defined only for the MT classes not targeting macro type of deployment.

+ If asingle MT class is defined, the requirements should be defined for the DU class not targeting DU
macro type of deployment.

* Rel.15 UE requirement framework for RLM and BFD/BFR will be taken as baseline
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