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1. Introduction
The RAN4 discussion on IDC took place at the last meeting and a WF was agreed [1].
In addition, RAN4 received a second LS from RAN2 [2] copied below. 
According to the RAN2#122 meeting discussion, RAN2 discussed the UE behaviours regarding how to count the number of dropped UL slots for autonomous denial across all CC(s) within the same CG and the combination configuration of the LTE autonomous denial configuration and the NR autonomous denial configuration in EN-DC. RAN2 achieved the following agreements for autonomous denial solution:
[bookmark: _Hlk135838078]The LTE autonomous denial configuration is only for the LTE frequency in EN-DC.
The UE sums up the denied UL slots together across all CC(s) in the CG.
The UE sums up the UL slots together across all CC(s) in the CG as validity time period.
The dropped/denied UL slots across CCs at the same time are counted as a single slot (based on longest slot). The details are up to UE implementation. 

In this contribution, we discuss the open issues.
2. Discussion
At the last meeting, we raised a question that since NR supports different SCSs, if there are different SCSs used in a CG and as a result different slot durations, it is unclear what slot duration is referenced, corresponding to the smallest SCS or the largest SCS. With the reply LS from RAN2 [2], there is no ambiguity. 
Observation 1: With the latest LS from RAN2, there is no ambiguity in how to count the number of dropped UL slots in case of difference SCS used by CCs within the same CG.
In the WF, one open issue is:
<Sub-topic 1-1 RRM impact of DRX solution>
<Way forward>: 
-	FFS: No new RRM impact is expected for the DRX solution in Rel-18 IDC.
To our understanding, RAN2 has agreed not introduce new DRX value for network configuration for IDC purpose. Therefore, if RAN adopts a similar approach to defining IDC-related RRM requirements for NR as for LTE, which was agreed at the last meeting, no new RRM impact is expected.
Proposal 1: It is confirmed that no new RRM impact is expected for the DRX solution in Rel-18 IDC.
The second open issue is:
<Topic 2 RRM impact of FDM IDC solution>
<Way forward>:
-	FFS: RAN4 to check whether there is any impact of FDM IDC solutions on RRM requirements. 
In our understanding, FDM IDC has no impact on RRM requirement because of NR and other RATs use different frequencies and thus interference can be avoided. Therefore, it is a bit unclear what needs to be investigated. Perhaps the proponents of this issue can share more details.
Proposal 2: A similar approach as adopted by LTE to defining RRM requirements can be implemented.
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we make the following observations and proposals.
Observation 1: With the latest LS from RAN2, there is no ambiguity in how to count the number of dropped UL slots in case of difference SCS used by CCs within the same CG.
Proposal 1: It is confirmed that no new RRM impact is expected for the DRX solution in Rel-18 IDC.
Proposal 2: A similar approach as adopted by LTE to defining RRM requirements can be implemented.
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