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1. Introduction
In last meeting RAN4 94e meeting, the RRM measurement for IAB-MT were discussed. There are some remaining issues about RLM and link recovery procedures. We further investigate these issues and present views in this paper.
2. Discussion
In the last RAN4 94e meeting, it was agreed that BFR requirements for IAB-MTs are defined for no-DRX mode only. And the corresponding requirements apply to local area IAB class [1]. Some issues aroused without agreements from last meeting. We present our views as follows.
As discussed in the email discussion prior to the meeting, the requirements for BFR shall be based on RLM which shall keep the same principle as RLM.  For the fixed IAB nodes, the radio link failure and beam failure rarely happen, thus the requirement for UE will lead to extra efforts and power consumption for IAB-MT. Therefore, for the issues in terms of extending evaluation period, sharing factor and density of CSI-RS, we suggest to keep the same principles for both RLM and BFR considering the immobility of IAB node as mentioned in our contribution for RLM [2]. 
Proposal 1: For the issues in terms of extending evaluation period, sharing factor and density of CSI-RS, keep the same principles for both RLM and BFR considering the immobility of IAB node.
Another issues is about the beam sweeping factor for FR2. It can be observed that the beam sweeping factor N = 8 in the existing TS 38.133 for RLM and Link recovery procedure regardless of the UE type. The same sweeping factor also applies to UE PC1, which is the also fixed node. Thus for fixed IAB node, it is suggested to adopt the same beam sweeping factor which is 8 for RLM and Link recovery in TS 38.174.
Proposal 2: Adopt the same beam sweeping factor which is 8 for RLM and Link recovery for FR2 in TS 38.174.

3. Conclusion
Proposal 1: For the issues in terms of extending evaluation period, sharing factor and density of CSI-RS, keep the same principles for both RLM and BFR considering the immobility of IAB node.
Proposal 2: Adopt the same beam sweeping factor which is 8 for RLM and Link recovery for FR2 in TS 38.174.
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