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1. Introduction
RAN4 has finalized almost of the R17 MUSIM design in previous RAN4 meeting. However, there is still one remaining issue according to the WF [1] approved in RAN4#103e:
	Sub-topic 1-1 UE feature issue
Issue 1-1-1: Mandatory new gap pattern for MUSIM 
· Proposals:
· Option 1: UE needs to at least support MUSIM gap pattern with MGL=6ms, MGRP=1280ms once UE reporting to support MUSIM capability. (Ericsson Nokia)
· Option 2: It is preferred that mandatory MUSIM gap is not considered. (MTK Apple QC Huawei OPPO vivo)
Tentative agreement (1st round): No
Tentative agreement (2nd round): No consensus to introduce mandatory MUSIM gap. 



In this contribution, our view is provided on issue 1-1-1.
2. Discussion
In general, we support option 2. Proponents of option 1 mentioned in RAN4#103e that mandatory MUSIM GP is the guideline for both UE and NW to choose the most possibility gap to implement for this feature. Otherwise, the feature will be useless if no any mandatory MUSIM GP will be defined. However, as also mentioned by some other companies in RAN4#103e, the determination of MUSIM GP is not only up to network A, but also depends on system information scheduling in network B. Even if we mandate certain MUSIM GP, it doesn’t mean network B has to follow that pattern for its system information scheduling.
On the other hand, except MUSIM GP, no any other RRM related requirements were introduced in R17. In other word, supporting R17 MUSIM is more like a best effort functionality for R17 UE. We don’t see introducing some mandatory MUSIM GP can resolve this problem.
Based on above analysis, we propose not to introduce any mandatory MUSIM GP in R17.
[bookmark: _Ref110362053]Proposal 1: mandatory MUSIM gap is not considered in R17.

3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we further discuss the remaining issue for R17 MUSIM RAN4 requirements. after discussion the following conclusion is provided:
Proposal 1: mandatory MUSIM gap is not considered in R17.
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