3GPP TSG-RAN WG4 Meeting # 102-e								 R4-2204880
Electronic Meeting, February 21- March 3, 2022

Agenda item:	6.17.3
Source: 	Huawei, HiSilicon
Title: 	Discussion on RRM requirements for eIAB
Document for:	Discussion
1. Introduction
The requirements of Rel-17 eIAB was discussed in last RAN4 meeting, and the agreements and open issues are captured in the WF [1]. The only remaining issue of RRM is whether to have CLI measurement requirements for Rel-17 IAB. In this paper, we further provide our views on this issue.
2. Discussion
The current status of Rel-17 IAB RRM are summarized as follows:
	On Case 1 Timing
No new RRM requirements are needed for Case #1 timing procedures.
Clarify in the TS 38.174 that current transmit timing requirements apply to case#1 timing mode.

On Case 6 Timing
There is no RRM impact of case#6 timing.

On Case 7 Timing
The existing timing advance step size accuracy requirements in clause 12.2.3, TS 38.174, are applicable for Case # 7 timings.
No new RRM requirements are needed for Case # 7 timing procedures.

CLI
Option 1: For CLI measurements by IAB-MT, no new RRM requirements need to be specified in R17.
Option 2: all Rel 16 UE CLI measurement performance requirement shall be adopted for Rel 17 eIAB RRM.




The only remaining issue is whether to define CLI measurement requirement for Rel-17 eIAB. Companies supporting defining CLI measurement requirements for Rel-17 eIAB argued that RAN1 has discussed whether to enhance Rel-16 CLI measurement and reporting for CLI management. However, according to RAN1 conclusion and status, there is no any enhancement on CLI measurement and reporting compared with Rel-16. The enhancement is about coordination signalling, e.g. resource configurations.
Observation 1: There is no enhancement on CLI measurement and reporting for Rel-17 eIAB compared with Rel-16 IAB based on RAN1/2 agreements.
So within the Rel-17 WI, for CLI measurement and reporting, there is no new functionality or performance need to be verified from RRM perspective. Just like other ongoing Rel-17 WI, RRM requirements are specified to verify new introduced functionality. Companies also argued that Rel-16 CLI requirements for UE shall apply to IAB-MT. However, we didn't see strong reason for this. In Rel-16, the essential principle for IAB-MT RRM requirements is to verify the performance of some basic procedures, e.g. Timing, Re-establishment. It is because that the characteristic of IAB-MT is essentially different from normal UE. Thus, this is why there is no any measurement related requirements for IAB-MT though which is very important for normal UE. For CLI measurement requirements, it is even optional to UE where some procedures are left to UE implementation (e.g. timing offset for measurement), we didn't see why it becomes important to IAB-MT than other down scoped requirements. If the logic and motivation is to verify RAN1’s design about simultaneous work, as explained before, the only enhancement in RAN1 in about coordination signalling which has no RRM impacts. Thus, from our understanding, no RRM requirements for CLI measurement need to be specified in Rel-17 IAB.
Proposal 1: No RRM requirements for CLI measurement need to be specified in Rel-17 IAB.
3. Conclusions
Observation 1: There is no enhancement on CLI measurement and reporting for Rel-17 eIAB compared with Rel-16 IAB based on RAN1/2 agreements.
Proposal 1: No RRM requirements for CLI measurement need to be specified in Rel-17 IAB.
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