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Introduction
RRM test case for objective #1 of MG enhancement are discussed in RAN4#110-bis, and the outcomes are captured in [1]. Based on [1], further discussions are needed to finalize the test case list and test setup for the following two cases in WID.
· Case 1: joint operation of con-MG and pre-MG
· Case 2: joint operation of con-MG and NCSG
In this paper, we will provide our views on remaining issues for test cases for Case 1 and Case 2.
Discussion
Case 1
	Issue 4-2-3: [Case 1] Test cases list for Case 1: whether to do further setting changes to the agreed TCs
Agreement:
· Modify TC1 and TC2 for dynamic collision to additionally verify gap collision behavior and pre-MG activation delay.
· FFS whether to apply to TC3 and TC4
· TC5 and TC6 are not needed.


In core part discussion, RAN4 introduced FG 32-2 on support of dynamic collision. The UE behaviour and requirements are still under discussion when it does not support FG 32-2. 
· If no requirements are specified, it should be clarified that TC1 and TC2 are only applicable for UE supporting FG 32-2 as they involve dynamic collision.
· If semi-static collision handling is required, the test requirements for TC1 and TC2 should be separately defined for UE capable and incapable of FG 32-2.
Based on our Proposal for the core part, we support the second option. 
There is also an FFS whether to apply dynamic collision to TC3 and TC4. Based on the endorsed draftCRs for TC3 and TC4, they are for non-overlapping case, and we believe the focus is on the (de)activation delay but not the collision handling. We support to keep the current test coverage instead of making the TCs more complex by introducing collision.
Proposal 1 (for Case 1): For TC1 and TC2, define separate test requirements for UE capable and incapable of FG 32-2. For TC3 and TC4, do not verify dynamic collision handling behaviour. 
Case 2
	Issue 4-3-2: [Case 2] Test cases list for Case 2
Agreement:
· FFS Con-NCSG TC4, pending on the core part maintenance conclusions.
· Agree to add Con-NCSG TC3
	Con-NCSG TC4
	Event triggered reporting test on deactivated SCell in FR1 with concurrent gap and NCSG
	·       Intra-frequency cell search/measurement delay for deactivated SCC is met for Cell2 in NCSG, and Inter-frequency cell search/measurement delay for Cell3 in MG
·       UE receives data in Cell1 meeting scheduling restriction requirements, and UE will not cause any interruption on Cell1 outside VIL windows.
	





Based on our proposal for the core part, we support to introduce TC4. However, the focus should be measurement of deactivated SCell MO within NCSG, so we do not see the need to introduce an inter-frequency neighbour cell (cell 3) in the TC.
We understand the scenario for TC4 should be that the SCell MO is outside active BWP when the SCell is activated thus it is measured with MG. During the test the SCell is deactivated, and the test will verify that UE measures the SCell MO with NCSG and not causing additional interruption than VIL.
Proposal 2 (for Case 2): Introduce Con-NCSG TC4. Do not introduce inter-frequency neighbour cell (cell 3) in the TC.
Conclusions
In this paper we provided our views on remaining issues for test cases for Case 1 and Case 2.
Proposal 1 (for Case 1): For TC1 and TC2, define separate test requirements for UE capable and incapable of FG 32-2. For TC3 and TC4, do not verify dynamic collision handling behaviour. 
Proposal 2 (for Case 2): Introduce Con-NCSG TC4. Do not introduce inter-frequency neighbour cell (cell 3) in the TC.
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