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Introduction
RAN4 will continue discussing RRM performance requirements for Rel-17 MUSIM gaps in RAN4#110. In this brief contribution we provide our views on testing Rel-17 MUSIM.
Discussion
After a prolonged discussion, RAN4 has agreed not to define any RRM requirements on network B (where UE operates in RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE) for Rel-17 MUSIM gaps [1]. 
[bookmark: _Hlk147793335]Issue 4-1-2: Network B requirements framework
Agreement: RAN4 not to define requirement for network B in Rel-18 due to no consensus on how to define the requirement.

Given the above agreement, any discussion of testing UE behavior in network B is not be entertained during the performance part of this WI. 
Proposal 1: RAN4 not to discuss any test cases for R17 MUSIM to verify UE behavior in network B.
Our preference would be not to define any test cases for Rel-17 MUSIM gaps. In general, the UE’s ability to operate simultaneously in connected mode in one network and in idle in the other network will be dependent on multiple configuration parameters on both networks. In some cases, the UE may not be able to stay in connected mode and will request network A to transition to idle or inactive. Additionally, there are more than twenty MUSIM gap patterns, and the UE can request up to 3 periodic gaps (plus one aperiodic gap). Thus, there are many gap combinations that can be requested by the UE. Since there are no mandatory gap patterns for MUSIM, it would not be possible to define a test case configuration featuring specific gap patterns. All these factors would make the requirements hard to verify.
Observation 1: MUSIM gaps are configured by UE request. The UE cannot be forced to request specific MUSIM gap patterns or a specific number of MUSIM gaps for testing purposes.
Observation 2: A UE may request to leave RRC_CONNECTED state in network A during a test. E.g. if the provided MUSIM gaps are not sufficient for the UE to operate in network B.
Proposal 2: Do not define test cases for R17 MUSIM gaps.


Conclusions
Proposal 1: RAN4 not to discuss any test cases for R17 MUSIM to verify UE behavior in network B.
Observation 1: MUSIM gaps are configured by UE request. The UE cannot be forced to request specific MUSIM gap patterns or a specific number of MUSIM gaps for testing purposes.
Observation 2: A UE may request to leave RRC_CONNECTED state in network A during a test. E.g. if the provided MUSIM gaps are not sufficient for the UE to operate in network B.
Proposal 2: Do not define test cases for R17 MUSIM gaps.
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