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1.	Introduction
In this paper we are discussing about remaining issues on RRM performance requirement for NCSG.
2. 	Discussion
In previous meeting[1], RAN4 introduced test cases as followings:
	1
	A.6.6.1.x Event triggered reporting test on SCC with deactivated Scell in FR1

	2
	A.7.6.1.x Event triggered reporting test on SCC with deactivated Scell in FR2

	3
	A.6.6.2.x Event triggered reporting test on inter-frequency in FR1

	4
	A.7.6.2.x Event triggered reporting test on inter-frequency in FR2

	5
	A.6.6.3.x Event triggered reporting test on inter-RAT LTE in FR1

	6
	A.6.6.1.x Event triggered reporting test on intra-frequency in FR1

	7
	A.7.6.1.x Event triggered reporting test on SCC with deactivated Scell in FR2



In each testcase, NCSG pattern #0 was agreed but other configs such as other NCSG pattern, FR2, SSB index reading are FFS. 
Issue 2-3: test configuration related
	For FR1 tests, NCSG pattern #0 is used. FFS on whether other NCSG pattern is needed.
For FR2 tests, NCSG pattern is FFS.



RAN4 agreed the test cases applicability as If a UE supports per-FR NCSG, it only needs to pass test case with per-FR NCSG, otherwise, UE only needs to pass test case with per-UE NCSG. Thus provide the test cases for per-FR and per-UE to support the test cases applicability. 
Observation: RAN4 defined test applicability as If a UE supports per-FR NCSG, it only needs to pass test case with per-FR NCSG, otherwise, UE only needs to pass test case with per-UE NCSG. As the test applicability was introduced for UE who supports per-UE or per-FR, each test cases are required.
Observation: FR2 testability issue is understood. However, it does not mean test case cannot be introduced in R17. It is much beneficial for UE and infra vender to define test case and maintain it in the future release when testability issue is resolved. If RAN4 do not introduce FR1+FR2 testcase in R17, it will require more efforts to define R17 test case in future release.
Proposal: per-UE test cases and per-FR test cases are required for UE who supports per-UE and per-FR respectively. 
Proposal: RAN4 design and introduce FR2 test case and define its applicability in R17.
Proposal: For UE who support per-UE, NCSG pattern #4 is required to test short ML as same as legacy gap pattern in addition NCSG pattern #0. For UE who support per-FR, NCSG pattern #12 and #17 are configured. 
Proposal: Test either SSB w/ or w/o SBI reporting depending on test case needs. 


3. Conclusions
Observation: RAN4 defined test applicability as If a UE supports per-FR NCSG, it only needs to pass test case with per-FR NCSG, otherwise, UE only needs to pass test case with per-UE NCSG. As the test applicability was introduced for UE who supports per-UE or per-FR, each test cases are required.
Observation: FR2 testability issue is understood. However, it does not mean test case cannot be introduced in R17. It is much beneficial for UE and infra vender to define test case and maintain it in the future release when testability issue is resolved. If RAN4 do not introduce FR1+FR2 testcase in R17, it will require more efforts to define R17 test case in future release.
Proposal: per-UE test cases and per-FR test cases are required for UE who supports per-UE and per-FR respectively. 
Proposal: RAN4 design and introduce FR2 test case and define its applicability in R17.
Proposal: For UE who support per-UE, NCSG pattern #4 is required to test short ML as same as legacy gap pattern in addition NCSG pattern #0. For UE who support per-FR, NCSG pattern #12 and #17 are configured. 
Proposal: Test either SSB w/ or w/o SBI reporting depending on test case needs. 
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