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1 Introduction
In the contribution, we discuss the following two open issues for pre-configured gap

P1-1: Discuss support of case 4 where NW signals the pre-configured gap and BWP status via RRC, then UE follows BWP status to activates/deactivates gap upon BWP switching
[bookmark: _Hlk95648892]P1-2: Support pre-configured MG under CA based on BWP switching on a single CC

2 Discussion
For P1-1, RAN2 has discussed whether to support per BWP status indicator for pre-configured MG (case 4 the ) but no consensus is reached. Based on the LS from RAN4 [1], it can be found that the RAN4 still assume that RRC message could control the activation/deactivation of pre-configured MG. In addition, RAN4 already agreed that there will be separate capabilities for two different controlling mechanisms as below.
[bookmark: _Hlk95682662]
	· [bookmark: _Hlk95682654]Define separate UE capabilities for different pre-MG activation/deactivation mechanisms (i.e. NW-Controlled activation/deactivation mechanism and UE autonomous activation/deactivation mechanism). 



Furthermore, we can find in the LS [2], R4 further explain that while the RRC signaling is used, there no need to use the autonomous rules. This should resolve some companies’ concern on the network has to follow the implicit rules while proving the configuration. This are basically two different controlling method (and two different feature).

Regarding activation/deactivation of Pre-configured MG, RAN4 has reached the following conclusions:
	· If the network provides the activation/deactivation status via RRC signalling, the UE will not use autonomous rules to determine the activation/deactivation status of the pre-configured MG. It will follow the per-BWP status indicated by the network.




While we do agree that it would be simpler to support only the implicit rule, we do not find strong reason to revert the RAN4 agreement. So, we still suggest adding the per BWP indicator under the assumption that all the rules on activated or deactivate the pre-configured MG will be specified in RAN4. 

In addition, regarding to P1-2, RAN4 has agreed that the UE will follow the BWP status of single CC. In our understanding, this implies that the pre-configured MG status indicator is only required to be provided in PCell.

Proposal 1: Introduce pre-configured MG status indicator (activated or not) in each downlink BWP for PCell.


3 Conclusions	
Base on the discussion in section 2, we propose the following: 

Proposal 1: Introduce pre-configured MG status indicator (activated or not) in each downlink BWP for PCell.
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