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Introduction
This email discussion #14 is to check if companies have any further issues associated to the measurement gap configurations in NE-DC and NR-DC deployments. 
[105bis#19][NR/late drop] Gap coordination for NE-DC and NR-DC (Ericsson)
	Intended outcome: Report and draft CR to next meeting
	Deadline:  Thursday 2019-05-02 
Discussion
During RAN2#105bis meeting, based on the outcome of the offline discussion#53, the following CR was agreed to be included in the running CR. 
R2-1905461	[DraftCR to capture agreements from R2-1904894]	ZTE	draftCR	Rel-15	38.331	15.5.0	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	Agreed to be included in the running CR
This CR provides the flexibility for the network to configure either the PCell or the PSCell or a serving cell from MCG in FR2 to be used as the timing reference for the gap calculation. This is captured using the following changes in the notes and the introduction of a new parameter (refServCellIndicator) in the measurement gap configuration associated to ME-Dc and NR-DC deployments. 
NOTE 1: For gapFR2 configuration, for the UE in NE-DC or NR-DC, the SFN and subframe of the serving cell indicated by the refServCellIndicator in gapFR2 is used in the gap calculation. Otherwise, the SFN and subframe of a serving cell on FR2 frequency is used in the gap calculation
NOTE 2: For gapFR1 or gapUE configuration, for the UE in NE-DC or NR-DC, the SFN and subframe of the serving cell indicated by the refServCellIndicator in corresponding gapFR1 or gapUE is used in the gap calculation. Otherwise, the SFN and subframe of the PCell is used in the gap calculation.
Based on these agreements/changes, the gap configuration is made flexible for NE-DC and NR-DC. The changes in the configuration is made to the measGapConfig IE and this IE is part of the measConfig and also part of the inter-node message exchanged between MN and SN.  
Question- 1: Is there any additional information associated to gap configuration that needs to be exchanged between MN and SN as part of supporting refServCellIndicator in NE-DC and NR-DC?
	Ericsson
	No. The existing inter-node message CG-ConfigInfo carries the measGapConfig IE which in turn carries the refServCellIndicator parameter. Therefore, no additional information needs to be exchanged between MN and SN.

	ZTE
	Agree with Ericsson that no additional information is needed in INM.  

	Qualcomm
	No. We have same view as Ericsson that new IE refServCellIndicator has been included in measGapConfig, which is already part of IE MeasConfigMN within CG-ConfigInfo.

	Huawei
	No. Agree with Ericsson.

	vivo
	No. Agree with Ericsson, no additional information is needed be exchanged between MN and SN.

	Nokia
	No. Agree with Ericsson.

	Samsung
	No. Agree with Ericsson’s view

	DOCOMO
	No. Agree with Ericsson.



Outcome of question-1: 
All companies indicated that nothing needs to be done for the inter-node message associated to gap coordination for NE-DC and NR-DC cases.
Proposal 1 [bookmark: _Toc7509250]No changes are made to the inter-node message associated to gap coordination for NE-DC and NR-DC related changes from RAN2#105bis meeting.

Conclusion
Based on the discussion in section 2 we propose the following:
Proposal 1	No changes are made to the inter-node message associated to gap coordination for NE-DC and NR-DC related changes from RAN2#105bis meeting.
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