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1.  Introduction
In last RAN Plenary meeting, in the Moderator's summary for discussion for Multi-SIM WI [1], two proposals were agreed to come back to if needed. The two proposals were:
· Proposal 1: Task RAN4 to initialize the MUSIM discussion based on RAN2 LS to determine what is feasible in Rel-17. Comeback WID revision in next RAN plenary if needed.
· Proposal 2: Comeback RAN4 TU allocation in next RAN plenary after RAN4 initialized discussion, if any.

In the RAN4#101-e meeting, RAN4 initiated their MUSIM discussions based on RAN2’s LS and sent their reply. RAN4 also created a WF [2] on the open issues they believe are feasible and very needed to be handled to have a working MUSIM in Rel-17. These are the open issues:
	Issue 1-1: New periodic gap pattern

	· Option 1: Legacy MGL with new MGRP [0.32s, 0.64s, 1.28s and 2.56s]

	· Option 2: Limited set of legacy MGL with new MGRP [0.32s, 0.64s, 1.28s and 2.56s]

	· Option 3: Other Options

	

	Issue 1-2: Gap for paging and SSB for AGC

	Whether a single measurement gap will be used when the time distance between the SSB for AGC and paging reception is shorter than a threshold

	· Option 1: Single gap with long MGRP [0.32s, 0.64s, 1.28s and 2.56s] and legacy MGL

	· Option 2: Two independent gaps

	· Option 3: Do not needs to limit the usage of gaps

	

	Issue 2-1: New aperiodic gap pattern

	· Option 1: MGL = 20ms

	· Option 2: other values

	

	Issue 3-1: Gap pattern for on-demand SI 

	· Option 1: Legacy gap pattern, such as #25 can be used for this scenario.

	· Option 2: Multiple short aperiodic gaps for each Msg1, Msg2, (Msg3, Msg4) transmission/reception or their combinations

	· Option 3: Single aperiodic gap with a long MGL

	· Option 4: Multiple long aperiodic gaps e.g. for RACH (>140 ms), RNAU ( > 2000 ms), etc. with the MGL (ms) = 80, 160, …., 2560, 5120

	· Option 5: autonomous gaps

	· Option 6: Other options

	Issue 6-1: Criteria for “stay in connection” in network A

	Moderator notes: For scenario where legacy gap pattern is used, Need not discuss this issue 

	· Option 1: whether UE would trigger beam failure or RLF even if long gap duration is configured.

	· Option 2: FFS



In this paper we will discuss why these issues need to be given time for further discussion in RAN4.
2. Discussion
When RAN4 initiated their MUSIM discussions in the LS reply on gap handling for MUSIM (R2-2108861) agenda item in the RAN4#101-e meeting it was discovered that companies see several issues that would require additional time for discussion within RAN4. Many issues were brought to the table that companies would like to be addressed. RAN4 was able to scope down to the necessary answers to reply to the LS, but there are still some open issues concerning the 3 scenarios described in the RAN2 LS. These open issues were written into the WF on gap handling for MUSIM [2]. Taking into account that we are only 2 meeting away from the end of Rel-17, in order for RAN4 to reach agreements we propose RAN4 to focus on issue 1-1, 1-2, and 2-1 and allocate TU in the upcoming 2 meetings for MUSIM in RAN4.
Proposal 1: Allocate TU in RAN4 for MUSIM to address the issues 1-1, 1-2 and 2-1 in
the WF on gap handling for MUSIM from RAN4#101-e meeting [2].
3. Conclusion
Proposal 1: Allocate TU in RAN4 for MUSIM to address the issues 1-1, 1-2 and 2-1 in
the WF on gap handling for MUSIM from RAN4#101-e meeting [2].
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