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1. Introduction
In RAN4#100e FR1 HST enhancement was widely discussed, with agreement captured in [1]. There are still some open issues left on intra-frequency measurement. In this contribution, we will discuss the remaining issues captured in [1]. 
2. Discussion
There is only one remaining issue left according to [1]:
NSCC_SSB for CSSFoutside_gap,i 
· Agreements
· NSCC_SSB clarification/correction should cover both non-HST and HST, i.e. unified NSCC_SSB design for both HST and non-HST. FFS from which release to have NSCC_SSB clarification/correction.
· Open issues
· Continue to discuss from which release to have NSCC_SSB clarification/correction:
· Option 1: from Rel-15
· Option 2: from Rel-17, i.e. R15/R16 UEs are not impacted. FFS whether to introduce UE capability or using AccessStratumRelease to differentiate the expected UE behaviour between R15/R16 UEs and R17 UEs.
· Option 3: from Rel-16 , i.e. R15 UEs are not impacted. FFS whether to introduce UE capability or using AccessStratumRelease to differentiate the expected UE behaviour between R15 UEs and R16 UEs
We are not sure if all companies have same understanding on what is the clarification/correction RAN4 is discussing about. We assume it is “only SCell(s) measured without MG are counted in NSCC_SSB for the calculation of CSSFoutside_gap,i” as some companies proposed this in RAN4#99e. 
Proposal 1: RAN4 shall agree on the clarification/correction first, then discuss how to apply it. Such as “only SCell(s) measured without MG are counted in NSCC_SSB for the calculation of CSSFoutside_gap,i”

We don’t think it is necessary to apply above clarification/correction to R15/R16 UE. RAN4 shall avoid core requirements change for R15/R16 as much as possible unless the issue is so critical that it must be fixed. In our view, this can be considered as enhancement. Without such change R15, R16 and even R17 can still work.
Regarding UE capability, we don’t think it is necessary. On one hand, we don’t see any strong motivation for network to rely on this for CA configuration. In other word, NW probably won’t change the criteria of when to configure/de-configure CA specifically for UE which supports this “enhancement”. On the other hand, as discussed in the last meeting, NW can also check AccessStratumRelease if NW really need this information.
Proposal 2: the clarification/correction, if agreed, shall apply from R17.
Proposal 3: UE capability regarding this clarification/correction is not needed.

3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we further discuss the remaining issues on intra-frequency measurement. After discussion the following conclusions are provided:
Proposal 1: RAN4 shall agree on the clarification/correction first, then discuss how to apply it. Such as “only SCell(s) measured without MG are counted in NSCC_SSB for the calculation of CSSFoutside_gap,i”
Proposal 2: the clarification/correction, if agreed, shall apply from R17.
Proposal 3: UE capability regarding this clarification/correction is not needed.
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