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Introduction
In RAN4-94-e, there was a WF [1] agreed on the SRS carrier switching requirements. Following were the open items in the WF
· Whether to define separate requirements for sync case
· Interplay between SRS switching and measurements across techs
· Interruptions allowability based on SRS switching in different frequency range
In this contribution we provide our view of the above. 

Discussion  
Sync vs Async  
RAN4 already had an agreement that there should be unified requirements for sync and async. Since for the sync case, we will in any case need to account for MRTD between the two cells, this would increase the interruption to the same level as in async case. 
Proposal 1: Interruption requirements for sync scenario should be the same as async scenario.
Measurements and SRS Switching 

In dual connectivity scenarios, there are two options to account for how collisions between measurements and SRS switching are handled. One, the two NodeB’s communicate with each other and avoid the scenario where SRS switching overlaps with measurement occasions. Two, on the UE, the two SW stacks (one for each tech) communicate with each other and prioritize one over the other in case of a collision. Since the NodeB’s have more compute power available to them, the network can more easily co-ordinate to avoid this collision in the first place. Thus, from a UE perspective such a collision would be an error condition and the UE behavior left up to implementation. Note that this implantation would depend on whether measurements and SRS switching are periodic or aperiodic and which of them gets scheduled first. 
Proposal 2: In dual connectivity, collision between SRS switching on one technology and measurement occasion on another is an error condition from UE perspective and UE behavior is not defined for such scenarios. 
Interruption Allowability
For SRS switching happening in different frequency range, like interruptions in other scenarios,  interruptions should be allowed based on UE capability. For UE that supports per-UE MG, interruptions should be allowed. For a UE that supports per-FR gaps, interruptions should not be allowed. 
Proposal 3: For SRS carrier switching in a different frequency range interruptions are allowed based on UE  capability
· Allowed if UE supports per-UE measurement gap only 
· Not allowed if UE supports per-FR measurement gap

Conclusions 
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