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Introduction
In this contribution the following open issue #2 for NR UE power saving are discussed, that have not been resolves via the email discussion [Post109e#44][PowSav] RRM open issues, and we propose a way forward to solve it.
[bookmark: _Toc242573360]Discussion
Per frequency RRM relaxation parameters
This issue was already discussed in the email discussion [Post109e#44][PowSav] RRM open issues [1]:
The configuration of the relaxation criteria is constant for all frequencies (6) or is per-frequency (or per-FR) configured (7).
We can select among the following options:
Option 1a: Per-frequency indication
Option 1b: Per-frequency-range indication (per FR)
Option 2: Global indication (no change to current spec CRs)
[bookmark: _GoBack]Observation 1：If we choose Option 1a or 1b, the additional complexity of the UE is greatly increased when performing criteria checking, which will cause more power consumption.
In our view, the flexibility of network configuration provided by option 1a or 1b is not comparable to the benefits of a low-complexity implementation. Thus we prefer Option 2: a “Global configuration”, which would make things easy to implement. In our understanding, UE measures the serving cell with measured RSRP/RSRQ to perform the criteria checking, if there are frequency specific criteria, it would cause extra complexity from UE perspective, e.g., UE needs to perform frequency specific criteria checking with the same measured serving RSRP/RSPR. Obviously this will partially increase the power consumption, which is more intolerable for UE in FR2 bands that consume more power than UE in FR1 bands. Thus we don’t need to introduce another mechanism to achieve different RRM relaxation behaviors or criteria between high frequency and low frequency. Besides, Option 2 makes no change to current spec CRs, which will reduce implementation difficulties for different vendors compared to the other two options.
In addition, if in some deployment scenario where high and low frequencies coexist and the low frequencies are for coverage extension, and there is a need to relax FR2 measurement more compared to FR1 measurements, we can address this issues by simply assigning proper priority values to different frequencies (e.g., give higher priority to low frequencies with highPriorityMeasRelax indication).
Proposal 1: The same RRM relaxation criteria and mechanism should be applied to all frequencies the UE needs to measure. Besides, if both high frequency and low frequency co-exist and low frequency is used for coverage purpose, low frequency can be configured as a higher priority frequency.
Summary
[bookmark: _Toc242573361]RAN2 is kindly asked to discuss the open issue for RRM relaxation: 
Proposal 1: The same RRM relaxation criteria and mechanism should be applied to all frequencies the UE needs to measure. Besides, if both high frequency and low frequency co-exist and low frequency is used for coverage purpose, low frequency can be configured as a higher priority frequency.
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