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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: The UE which supports MUSIM feature shall support MUSIM gap patterns with MGL = 6ms, MGRP = 640ms or 1280ms. (Ericsson)
· P2-2: As minimum the UE shall support MUSIM gap 6ms MGL and 160ms MGRP (Nokia)
· P3: Compromise one, for UE support MUSIM feature, at least one gap pattern among MUSIM gap pattern 16, 17, 20, 21, 24, 25, 26 shall be supported (vivo)
	MUSIM Gap Pattern Id
	MUSIM Gap Length (MGL, ms)
	MUSIM Gap Repetition Period (MGRP, ms)

	16
	6
	1280

	17
	6
	2560

	20
	10
	1280

	21
	10
	2560

	24
	20
	1280

	25
	20
	2560

	26
	20
	5120





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. Besides, it was agreed that RAN4 will not define requirement for NW-B in Rel-18, the motivation to introduce mandatory MUSIM gap patterns is unclear.
Proposal 1: Not introduce mandatory MUSIM gap pattern.
	Issue 1-1-2: Constraints on MUSIM gap request from UE side
· Proposals
· P1: There need to be a reasonable balance between the UE NW-B requirements and the MUSIM gap pattern(s). There shall be a minimum MGRP defined for the requested MUSIM gap pattern; The UE shall at least support MUSIM MGRP of 160ms;  (Nokia)
· P1-1: UE is not required performing NW-B inter-frequency measurements (Nokia)
· P2: When UE requests the MUSIM gaps, the MGRP of highest priority gap should be larger than 160ms; When UE requests only one MUSIM gap, the MGRP should be larger than 80ms; The UE shall request MUSIM gaps with MGRP larger than 160ms when NW-B configures DRX cycle larger than 640ms. (Ericsson ZTE)
· P3: Do not define constraints on MUSIM gap request from UE side (MTK Xiaomi Qualcomm Huawei oppo Apple vivo Huawei Qualcomm MTK)
· P4: No discussion on introduction of mandatory MUSIM gaps. When UE requests more than one periodic MUSIM gaps, at least one MUSIM gap has a MGRP larger than x ms where x could be 1280. (vivo)


It was proposed to introduce some constraints on MUSIM gap request from UE side, such as the MGRP should be larger than 80ms, e.g. 160ms. We don’t think such constraints are useful since anyway the MUSIM configuration is controlled by NW-A. If an unreasonable MUSIM gap is requested, NW-A could reject it.     
Proposal 2: Not introduce constraints on MUSIM gap request from UE side.
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: Not introduce constraints on MUSIM gap request from UE side.
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