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Introduction
At RAN 95 meeting the revised WI “Dual Transmission/Reception (Tx/Rx) Multi-SIM for NR” [1] was approved. The objectives are: 

1. Enhancements for MUSIM procedures to operate in RRC_CONNECTED state simultaneously in NW A and NW B. [RAN2, RAN3, RAN4].
· Specify mechanism to indicate preference on temporary UE capability restriction and removal of restriction (e.g. capability update, release of cells, (de)activation of configured resources) with NW A when UE needs transmission or reception (e.g., start/stop connection to NW B) for MUSIM purpose
· RAT Concurrency: Network A is NR SA (with CA) or NR DC. Network B can either be LTE or NR.
· Applicable UE architecture: Dual-RX/Dual-TX UE

The work item shall identify whether the WI will have RAN3 or RAN4 impacts by RAN#99 [RAN2].

2. Define RRM requirements for Rel-17 MUSIM gaps [RAN4, RAN2]
· Define RRM requirements for Rel-17 MUSIM gaps [RAN4, RAN2]
· The following MUSIM gap requirements are considered 
· Measurements in Network A
· Measurements in Network B in RRC idle/inactive
· Note: it is up to RAN4 decision whether to define requirements for Network B.
· Identify and specify, if needed, solutions for MUSIM gap collision handling for the following cases [RAN4, RAN2]
· Case 1: Collisions between MUSIM gap and legacy measurement gap (i.e., Rel-15 to Rel-17 measurement gaps)
· Case 2: Collisions between MUSIM gap and SMTC
· Case 3: Collisions between different MUSIM gaps
· Note: RAN2 work can be triggered by RAN4 LS only, if needed
· Identify impacts on L1 measurements, RLM/BFD and L3 measurements and specify corresponding UE requirements, if necessary, when MUSIM gap(s) are configured, for the following scenarios [RAN4]
· Only MUSIM gap(s) are configured
· MUSIM gap(s) and legacy measurement gap are configured
· Note: requirements are applicable to MUSIM gaps defined in Rel-17 MUSIM WI (LTE_NR_MUSIM) 
The RAN4 part has been discussed for a few meeting and agreements can be found at [2], [3] and [4]. In this contribution we provide our further considerations on general aspects for this WI.
Discussion
General aspects
One general aspect for this WI regarding further clarification on the WI scope has been discussed at 
Clarification on the case 2 
· In [1] there is one sub-objective copied as below:
· Identify and specify, if needed, solutions for MUSIM gap collision handling for the following cases [RAN4, RAN2]
· Case 1: Collisions between MUSIM gap and legacy measurement gap (i.e., Rel-15 to Rel-17 measurement gaps)
· Case 2: Collisions between MUSIM gap and SMTC
· Case 3: Collisions between different MUSIM gaps
· Note: RAN2 work can be triggered by RAN4 LS only, if needed
Based on the discussion of previous RAN4 meeting and the discussion during RAN 98, there are suggestions to consider between MUSIM gap and certain so called “one shot” RRM procedure. These RRM procedure which are suggested include HO, SCell activation/deactivation, active TCI state switching etc. We think these parts should be excluded in the scope of WI. The reason is the corresponding collision handling have even not been specified for the legacy measurement gaps since Rel-15, i.e., collisions between legacy MGs and these procedures are possible since Rel-15 however there is no corresponding specification effort on it. Hence there is no necessity to specify collision handling solution between MUSIM gaps and these RRM procedures
Hence we have the following proposal: 
Proposal 1: Add the following note for the sentence “Case 2: Collisions between MUSIM gap and SMTC”
· Note: The scope collisions between MUSIM gap and SMTC will be limited to RRM procedures for which collisions between legacy measurement gaps and SMTC are taken into account in the existing requirements
In addition if we further check the one-shot procedure suggested, some of them are not related to collision between MUSIM gap and SMTC. 
For example, for the RRC Re-establishment and RRC Connection Release with Redirection where the collision between MUSIM gaps and SMTC is suggested to be considered, during RRC Re-establishment procedure the MUSIM gaps have already been released and RRC Connection Release with Redirection will move to idle state firstly, hence there is no necessity to consider the collision between SMTC and MUSIM gaps during RRC Re-establishment and RRC Connection Release with Redirection procedure. For the HO procedure, the RACH process may need study if there is consensus.
Proposal 2: No need to consider the collision between SMTC and MUSIM gaps for RRC Re-establishment, RRC Connection Release with Redirection.

Conclusion
In this contribution, we provide our considerations on the collisions between gaps and priority rules part of RRM requirements for R17 MUSIM gaps and have the following observations and proposals:
Proposal 1: Add the following note for the sentence “Case 2: Collisions between MUSIM gap and SMTC”
· Note: The scope collisions between MUSIM gap and SMTC will be limited to RRM procedures for which collisions between legacy measurement gaps and SMTC are taken into account in the existing requirements
Proposal 2: No need to consider the collision between SMTC and MUSIM gaps for RRC Re-establishment, RRC Connection Release with Redirection.
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