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1	Introduction
In RAN4 95-e, the new gap patterns for PRS measurements have been discussed. Companies’ views were summarized in the discussion summary [1], the content copied below: 
	Issue 1-2-3:  If existing CSSF is used then rules for new MG sharing between RRM and PRS measurements?
Candidate options:
· Option 1:
· Equal split of gaps between PRS and all RRM measurements
· Option 2:
· NR positioning measurements are counted together with inter-frequency and inter-RAT measurement objects and
· gap sharing of NR positioning should be based on the same principle of LTE-PRS, i.e., scarce PRS (corresponding to long periodicities) should be prioritized over other candidates for measurement in the same gap instance.
· Option 3:
· If PRS periodicity >= 80 ms, then PRS measurement is prioritized over other candidates for measurement in the same gap instance;
· Otherwise, Equal split of gaps between PRS and all RRM measurements


This paper discusses the open issues listed above in the summary and provide our view.
2	New gap patterns for PRS measurements
In this paper we will go through the three options one by one. Option 1 gives the simplest solution while ignoring some factors which might cause impact on RRM measurements. PRS measurements can be scarce thus there were concerns raised during RAN4 96-e that equal splitting between RRM measurements and PRS measurements are not efficient enough. We share such concerns and thus further propose a new option, which is the measurement gap is split between RRM measurements and PRS measurements by a certain percentage X%. 
The measurement gap is split between RRM measurements and PRS measurements by a certain percentage X%. 
Balancing RRM measurements and PRS measurements, we propose X = 70. We’re willing to discuss this value further during the meeting.
The measurement gap is split between RRM measurements and PRS measurements by a certain percentage 70%. The value of X can be further discussed.
The issue with Option 3 is that it tried to mix Option 1 and 2 but it’s not a complete solution. With Option 2, it’s a bit complicated with specification modification and maintenance. In our view splitting the MG with a certain percentage is efficient enough. Further enhancement can be made in R-17 phase.
4	Conclusion
Proposal 1: The measurement gap is split between RRM measurements and PRS measurements by a certain percentage X%.
Proposal 2: The measurement gap is split between RRM measurements and PRS measurements by a certain percentage 70%. The value of X can be further discussed.
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