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Introduction
In last meeting RAN4 made good progress on the topic of new mandatory gap patterns. RAN4 agreed that for FR2 GP#17 and GP#18 are mandatory for Rel-16 devices from Rel-16 and onwards. Only a few aspects are still open. 

Discussion
Two topics are listed in the agreed WF [1] from RAN4#94bis:
· FFS if GP#17, #,18 and GP#19 in FR2 shall be additional mandatory for Rel-16 UE
· FFS if any gap patterns among GP#2, GP#3, GP#6, GP#7, GP#8, GP#9, GP#10 and GP#11 in FR1 shall be additional mandatory for NR only measurement for Rel-16 UE in NR SA and NR-DC operation
Although during the GTW the GP#17 and #18 were agreed the GP#19 remain undecided as well as GPs for FR1.
Looking at the options, our view is that it would be more important to add a couple of new GPs for FR1 than one more for FR2.
No more mandatory GPs for FR2 are needed.
For FR1 it would be very beneficial to have one or two GPs with shorter gap length than 6ms, especially considering that in FR1 a lower amount of SSBs are likely present and hence could be measured in shorter time.
Using the same gap periodicity of 40ms and 80ms would be preferred. Hence, we suggest that also GP#2 and GP#3 become mandatory GPs for FR1.
GP#2 and GP#3 become mandatory GPs for FR1.

Conclusion
We discuss the two open aspects listed in the WF [1] and suggest:
1. No more mandatory GPs for FR2 are needed.
1. GP#2 and GP#3 become mandatory GPs for FR1.
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