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1. Introduction
In last RAN#95e meeting the RRM requirements for IAB-MT were discussed and the only issue left is the relaxation factor for FR2 RLM evaluation period [1]. In this paper, we further present our views on the remaining issue. 
2. Discussion
Based on the discussion in the last RAN4#95e meeting, the only remaining issue is about the relaxation factor K2 in the SSB based and CSI-RS RLM evaluation period. The options on the table are as follows:
Option 1: K2 = 2
Option 2: K2 = 5 
From our understanding, the motivation to relax the RLM evaluation period is due to the immobility of IAB nodes, which means the RLF is less likely to happen than UE. We agree that a narrower beam should be considered for FR2 RLM evaluation, however, for temperate blockage, it is more likely to be recovered by link recovery procedure for FR2 where the corresponding performance is guaranteed by the requirement defined for BFD and CBD.
Observation 1: For the temperate blockage, it is more likely to be recovered by the link recovery procedure for FR2 where the corresponding performance is guaranteed by the requirements defined for BFD and CBD.
For other severer cases, such as new building constructed, we believe there is no big different for FR1 and FR2 cases which could rarely happen.
Observation 2: For other severer cases with new constructed buildings, there is no big different for FR1 and FR2 cases which could rarely happen.
Based on the analysis above, we prefer to relax the evaluation period for evaluation with same magnitude for both FR1 and FR2. Thus, it is suggested to relaxed the evaluation period for SSB-based and CSI-RS based RLM for FR2 by k2=5.
Proposal 1: Relax the evaluation period for SSB-based and CSI-RS based RLM for FR2 by k2 = 5.

3. Conclusions
Observation 1: For the temperate blockage, it is more likely to be recovered by the link recovery procedure for FR2 where the corresponding performance is guaranteed by the requirements defined for BFD and CBD.
Observation 2: For other severer cases with new constructed buildings, there is no big different for FR1 and FR2 cases which could rarely happen.
Proposal 1: Relax the evaluation period for SSB-based and CSI-RS based RLM for FR2 by k2 = 5.
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