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1	Introduction
In RAN4 98-e, companies discussed about the updates for terminologies mainly to clarify some scenarios where DRX, MG, CSSF, SMTC are configured together under NR-U. Since the combination of such configurations may lead to ambiguities in UE behavior, it is needed for some clarification.
Companies’ views are summarized in WF [1], the content copied below: 
	Further NR-U terminology clarification
General principles to address the impact of DRX, MGRP, CSSF, etc. on the availability definition:
When configured with measurements in measurement cycles: the UE is not required to determine the availability of SMTC occasions more frequent than once per measurement cycle.
For measurements in gaps: The UE is not required to determine the availability of SMTC occasions more frequent than once during MGRP.
For measurement requirements with DRX: the UE is not required to determine the availability of SMTC occasions more frequent than once per DRX cycle.
For RLM/CBD: The UE is not required to determine the availability of SSB occasions more frequent than once per DRX cycle length, when configured with DRX.
FFS: how to account CSSF impact
Option 1: For measurement requirements with CSSF: The UE is not required to determine the availability of SMTC occasions more frequent than what is required by CSSF.
FFS: how to capture the above in 38.133 and the level of details


This paper discusses the open issues listed above in the WF and provide our view.
2	Discussion
During the last meeting, companies has similar views on most of the terminologies except for the one for CSSF. The case for CSSF is a bit different since CSSF is a scaling factor multiplied on some of the measurement delay requirements for certain measurement objects and differs from MO to MO.
After examining Option 1, which says “For measurement requirements with CSSF: The UE is not required to determine the availability of SMTC occasions more frequent than what is required by CSSF.”, we think that the statement can be used at least as a starting point. The statement implies that when CSSF and SMTC are configured jointly, then the CSSF would be a multiplier on the original measurement delay for a specific MO, and the UE shall detect the presence of SSB based on that delay. We don’t see any issue with Option 1 to be used as a principle.
Option 1 can be used as a general principle and captured in the WF.
When specifying in the specifications, wording needs to be chose precisely. This might require efforts to go through related chapters and specify requirements case-by-case. A possible wording can be “When the UE is jointly configured with SMTC and CSSF, the assumed periodicity of SMTC occasions corresponds to the value of CSSF multiplies the original periodicity”.
The following wording can be used in the spec: “When the UE is jointly configured with SMTC and CSSF, the assumed periodicity of SMTC occasions corresponds to the value of CSSF multiplies the original periodicity”.
3	Conclusion
Proposal 1: Option 1 can be used as a general principle and captured in the WF.
Proposal 2: The following wording can be used in the spec: “When the UE is jointly configured with SMTC and CSSF, the assumed periodicity of SMTC occasions corresponds to the value of CSSF multiplies the original periodicity”.
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