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1	Introduction
According to the revised WID, the corresponding requirements for MUSIM gaps will be discussed in Rel-18. This contribution will discuss the maintenance issues as captured in [1].  
2	Discussion
	Issue 1-1-1: Mandatory MUSIM gap patterns
· Proposals 
· P1: No need to discuss further whether to introduce mandatory MUSIM gap patterns (Apple oppo Huawei MTK QC)
· P2: RAN4 to define the mandatory MUSIM gap patterns (CMCC Ericsson Nokia Charter Communications)
· P2-1: RAN4 to define Gap Pattern #14~#17 as the mandatory MUSIM gap patterns (Ericsson) 
· P3: No more discussion if there is no consensus (vivo)


Different from legacy gaps configured by network, MUSIM gap is up to UE request and UE will only request the gap supported patterns based on its capability. It is not necessary to introduce mandatory MUSIM gap patterns.
Proposal 1: Not introduce mandatory MUSIM gap pattern.
	Issue 1-1-2: Others
· Proposals
· P1: UE shall not request MUSIM gaps beyond the UE capacity considering the UEs current configuration (Nokia) 
· P2: UE shall not request more MUSIM gaps than it is capable of handling with the current measurement gap allocation (Nokia)
· P3: P1 and P2 are up to UE implementation and no further specification work on them (vivo)


Generally, we agree with the above proposals that UE shall not request MUSIM gaps beyond its capabilities. It is a common understanding for UE implementation and does not need to be captured in the spec.
Proposal 2: It is common understanding that UE shall not request MUSIM gaps beyond its capabilities and there is no need to captured it in the spec.
3	Conclusion
This contribution gave our views on general aspect for Rel-17 MUSIM gaps:
Proposal 1: Not introduce mandatory MUSIM gap pattern.
Proposal 2: It is common understanding that UE shall not request MUSIM gaps beyond its capabilities and there is no need to captured it in the spec.
4	Reference
[1] R4-2314364, WF on R18 MUSIM, vivo 

	15/17	
