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Introduction
In RAN2#117-e meeting, the following agreements [1] was reached:
	Gaps Coordination
R2 assumes no conflict between MUSIM and other gap features. Joint configuration of MUSIM gap and other gap features is supported from signaling point of view. R2 understands that no R4 requirement on MUSIM gap itself or combination of MUSIM gap with other gap
Send LS to R4 (cc R1) on gap coordination with the following information/questions: (Detail LS content could be discussed in phase 2)
RAN2 signaling will in general support joint configuration for all gap features (i.e. pre-configured MG, concurrent gap, NCSG, MUSIM gap, and ePOS gap)
RAN2 assumes that the detailed UE behaviour while gaps are overlapped in time domain is R4 knowledge. 
Whether there is restriction on joint configuration of some gap features from R4 perspectives
The total number of gaps that could be activated to the UE 



This contribution is for the discussion on the MUSIM gap priority issue.
Discussion
During RAN2#117-e meeting, we have discussed MUSIM gap priority in [2]. It was discussed on the necessity of additional indication (e.g. gap priority flag) in the MUSIM-GapInfo IE to address MUSIM gap configuration conflict with measurement gaps. Majority of companies suggest to discuss gap priority in gaps coordination section or wait RAN4 input on this. 
RAN2#117-e has agreed in gaps coordination section, “RAN2 assumes that the detailed UE behaviour while gaps are overlapped in time domain is R4 knowledge.” And, RAN4 has reached below progress [3] in RAN4#102-e on the handling of collisions between concurrent measurement gaps. 
	RAN4 has discussed the handling of collisions between concurrent measurement gaps and reached the following agreements 
· Introduce a priority rule to resolve collisions between measurement gap occasions
· In each collision, the UE will perform only measurements associated with the measurement gap with the highest priority
· The priority of the measurement gap can be RRC configurable
· In Rel-17, define requirements for the case when different measurement gaps are configured with different priorities (i.e., do not consider equal priorities case)
· Regarding the number of priority levels, only two levels are needed in the NR_MG_enh WI. However, considering forward compatibility on inter-working with other features (e.g., MUSIM, NTN, Positioning), RAN4 recommends 5 levels. RAN4 kindly requests that at least two priority levels are supported in Rel-17 and leaves the decision to support a higher number of priority levels to RAN2.



Furthermore, for MUSIM gap collision handling, RAN#95-e has updated Rel-18 MUSIM WI[4] as below: 
	
2. Define RRM requirements for Rel-17 MUSIM gaps [RAN4, RAN2]
· Define RRM requirements for Rel-17 MUSIM gaps [RAN4, RAN2]
· The following MUSIM gap requirements are considered 
· Measurements in Network A
· Measurements in Network B in RRC idle/inactive
· Note: it is up to RAN4 decision whether to define requirements for Network B.
· Identify and specify, if needed, solutions for MUSIM gap collision handling for the following cases [RAN4, RAN2]
· Case 1: Collisions between MUSIM gap and legacy measurement gap (i.e., Rel-15 to Rel-17 measurement gaps)
· Case 2: Collisions between MUSIM gap and SMTC
· Case 3: Collisions between different MUSIM gaps
· Note: RAN2 work can be triggered by RAN4 LS only if needed
· Identify impacts on L1 measurements, RLM/BFD and L3 measurements and specify corresponding UE requirements, if necessary, when MUSIM gap(s) are configured, for the following scenarios [RAN4]
· Only MUSIM gap(s) are configured
· MUSIM gap(s) and legacy measurement gap are configured
· Note: requirements are applicable to MUSIM gaps defined in Rel-17 MUSIM WI (LTE_NR_MUSIM) 



Therefore, MUSIM gap collision handling, such as gap priority, could be addressed in Rel-18 MUSIM WI.
Proposal 1: MUSIM gap collision handling (e.g. gap priority) is addressed in Rel-18 MUSIM.

Conclusions
In this contribution, we have the following proposal:
Proposal 1:	MUSIM gap collision handling (e.g. gap priority) is addressed in Rel-18 MUSIM.
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