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1.  Introduction
In RAN4 #105 meeting, a WF on NR Dual Tx/Rx Multi-SIM gaps was agreed [1]. Some Issues were discussed and some agreements were made to follow up on. We have got two issues below that we would like to elaborate more on and make a few proposals.
	Issue 2-1-1: On introduction of priority for MUSIM gaps
· Proposals
· P1: Priority should be introduced to each MUSIM gaps (Apple Huawei vivo)
· P2: RAN4 would first need to decide if there is a need to define priorities among MUSIM gaps (Nokia)
· Agreements
· Introduction of priorities for MUSIM gaps 
· Each periodic MUSIM gap can be assigned with a different priority
· FFS whether aperiodic MUSIM gap shall be assigned with a priority level
· FFS on relation between MUSIM priority level and priority levels for other MGs
· Option 1: the priority level of MUSIM shall be configured in a way to be comparable to priority of other MGs
Issue 2-1-2: Priority/usage indication on MUSIM gaps from UE side
· Proposals
· Option 1: When requesting MUSIM gap UE can indicate its preferred priority (Apple xiaomi vivo oppo Charter MTK Qualcomm)
· Option 1-1: indicate preferred priority via e.g. in musim-GapPreferenceList. (Apple)
· Option 1-2: UE could report a 1-bit flag on the preference of higher priority, and no additional bits on MUSIM gap purpose. When this flag is set as true, NW-A will either agree to configure this MUSIM gap with higher priority or reject the whole MUSIM gap request. When this flag is set as false, NW-A can decide and configure a suitable priority. (oppo)
· Option 1-3: Request RAN2 to introduce optional signalling so that the UE can request the priority level of MUSIM gaps (MTK, Qualcomm)
· Option 2: When UE requests the MUSIM gaps, UE needs to send the UAI to indicate which MUSIM gap is used for paging instead of indicate the priority of the MUSIM gap. RAN4 sends LS to RAN2 to ask adding the UAI for MUSIM gap usage at least for paging gap. (Ericsson)
· Option 3: It is not necessary to indicate the usage of MUSIM gaps. The network and UE can have the same understanding on which MUSIM gap is used for paging reception through priority indicated by a UE when requesting MUSIM gaps (vivo)
· Option 4: FFS whether to support indication from UE side to assist NW-A priority assignment (Huawei)
· Option 5: UE suggests priorities of MUSIM gaps + legacy MGs to NW A (MTK)
· Agreements
· When requesting MUSIM gap UE can provide an assistance information for gap priority selection
· Detailed assistance information and signalling details are FFS
· Option 1: UE indicates its preferred priority per each MUSIM gap
· Option 2: UE indicates a 1-bit flag per each MUSIM gap to indicate the highest priority level
· Option 3: UE indicates which MUSIM gap is used for paging
· Option 4: UE indicates the index of one MUSIM gap with the highest preferred priority
· Option 5: leave signalling details up to RAN2
· Other options are not precluded


2.  Discussion
As the UE has the best knowledge of an upcoming MUSIM gap that is requested by the UE itself, hence, the UE will be the best source to know what priority a MUSIM gap should have. Therefore, the UE should be able to request what prioritization a gap should have. And in certain cases, we believe the UE should have the capability to suggest a higher prioritization for MUSIM gaps than other gaps. Network A should be lean to such request, due in the end, Network A will take the final decision on how to prioritize different gaps. We support Option 2: UE indicates a 1-bit flag per each MUSIM gap to indicate the highest priority level.
Proposal 1: We support Option 2 from the agreement in Issue 2-1-2: UE indicates a 1-bit flag per each MUSIM gap to indicate the highest priority level
From the Issue 2-1-1, we think the MUSIM priority levels and other MGs priority levels shall be comparable. We think MUSIM shall use the same priority level configuration as other MGs, with the twist that UE may indicate with the extra 1-bit flag a MUSIM gap shall have a higher priority than the highest priority level for other MGs. 
Proposal 2: MUSIM priority levels and other MGs priority levels shall be comparable.
Proposal 3: The extra 1-bit flag indicated by the UE should be an indication to Network A that otherwise equal priority of MUSIM and other MGs, the Network shall prioritize the MUSIM gap.
On the FFS if aperiodic MUSIM gap shall be assigned with a priority level, we think it should be assigned. Then it is up to Network to assign, and with assistance from the UE, it may assign (probably) a high priority level for the aperiodic MUSIM gaps. 
Proposal 4: Aperiodic MUSIM gap shall be assigned with a priority level.
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