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Introduction
In WF[1], the potential RF impact is agreed as below:
Issue 4-1: RF requirements for the non-zero gap in-between PUSCH/PUCCH transmissions
Candidate options:
· Option 1: RAN4 do not introduce new transmit off power, i.e., no requirement applies during the gap.
· Option 2: The existing OFF power level of -50dBm apply for less than 1 ms, and FFS whether to and how to introduce measurement uncertainty.
· Option 2a: For option 2, considering to allow the LO leakage power for best spectrum efficiency 
· Option 3: The power for un-scheduled gap between slots in the same bundle can be either minimum output power (e.g., -40 dBm for small CBW) or then some value in between the OFF power and minimum power.
· Note: Opiton 3 is not to define new OFF requirements and just clarifies that the minimum ON power applies.
· Option 4: No consensue reached in RAN4, LS back to RAN1. 
WF recommendation:
· Agree on Option 1 or option 4.

Discussion
Non-zero un-scheduled gap in-between repetitions:
For option 1, there is no TX off power requirement during the un-scheduled gap and as such there is no certain TX power level within the un-scheduled gap. Thus, the co-channel interference at network side cannot be evaluated. It seems that there is strong wish from UE vendor to push the solution of the TX ON during the un-scheduled gap so as to maintain the phase continuity, but this is the case when there is no consensus on the phase tolerance from system simulation. Ran4 has not discussed the solution of the switching off the TX chain during the un-scheduled gap and it seems not likely until the phase tolerance would be agreed. Without TX power level requirement within the un-scheduled gap, it is not clear how to evaluate co-channel interference issue. Above all, the scenario of this un-scheduled gap will be similar with another scenario of “DL-time slot between the repetition”, if there is no RF requirement for un-scheduled gap, it is questionable whether to set any RF requirement for DL-time slot between the repetition. For sure, there is no measurement time issue for latter case. 
[bookmark: _Ref95055379]RF requirement could be similar for un-scheduled gap and “DL time slot between the repetition”
RAN4 has not discussed the solution of the switching OFF the TX chain during the un-schudeld gap due to non consensus on the phase tolerance.
If RAN4 could not reach consensus, maybe a LS to RAN1 is needed in such case.

Proposal-1: LS to Ran1 if no consensus reached within RAN4. 


Conclusions
In this contribution, we present our view on the RF requirement aspect of non-scheduled gap with below proposal:
Observation 1 RF requirement could be similar for un-scheduled gap and “DL time slot between the repetition”
Proposal-1: LS to Ran1 if no consensus reached within RAN4. 
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