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Introduction
In this contribution we review the outcome of the following e-mail discussion [1] and provide our detailed views on the following open issues: 
· [Post114-e][242][MUSIM] Switching message details
Proposal 2: Send LS to SA2 with regard to the need of NAS information in the switching notification message.
Proposal 4: reuse preferredRRC-State-r16 for MUSIM purpose.
Proposal 5: RAN2 to discuss whether switching notification for leaving RRC_CONNECTED state and without leaving RRC_CONNECTED state can be enabled separately.
Proposal 10: RAN2 to discuss Whether early return is allowed during switching procedure without leaving RRC_CONNECTED state
Discussion
NAS container in UEAssistanceInformation 
With regard to switching procedures for leaving RRC_CONNECTED state, there are pros and cons to both RRC based signalling and NAS based signalling. The former allows lower latency and state transition to RRC_INACTIVE state while the latter does paging filtering at AMF. Hence, it was concluded to have both solutions in this release. 
Further discussion has been done on the need of NAS piggybacking in UEAssistanceInformation to exploit both solutions at a time. From a RAN2 point of view, it seems not justified yet what real benefits come from there. We acknowledge that it can be discussed/decided in SA2 as some companies mentioned, but in our understanding more WGs (i.e. CT1/RAN3) need to be involved as it may entail new interactions between RAN and AMF, and between UE AS layer and UE NAS layer. We think it is not a good idea to pursue tiny optimization. 
Proposal 1: Do not support NAS piggybacking in UEAssistanceInformation at switching procedure for leaving RRC_CONNECTED state. 
Preferred RRC state 
The following proposal was suggested for network switching procedure for leaving RRC_CONNECTED state:
Proposal 4: reuse preferredRRC-State-r16 for MUSIM purpose.
We think that it is up to UE whether to implement the feature of power saving in R16 only, the feature of network switching procedures for leaving RRC_CONNECTED state only, or both. In other words, these two features should NOT be linked to each other just because the contents of preferred RRC state is same or similar. Besides, it would be good to know whether a preference of leaving RRC_CONNECTED state is for power saving or MUSIM at NW side as some companies mentioned in [1]. Hence, it is proposed to introduce new separate field for MUSIM purpose. 
Proposal 2: Introduce preferredRRC-state-r17 for switching procedure for leaving RRC_CONNECTED state.   
Separate indications/ configurations for RRC based switching procedures 
[bookmark: _GoBack]We think it would be good if RAN2 can first discuss whether two separate UE capability bits are needed for RRC based switching procedures i.e. one for leaving RRC_CONNECTED state and the other without leaving RRC_CONNECTED state. One may consider that single UE capability bit is enough as they seem to be essential for MUSIM network switching scenarios. On the other hand, it is also worth noting that there are actually two options to initiate switching procedure for leaving RRC_CONNECTED state i.e. NAS based solution and AS based solution. Hence, we wonder whether the UE is allowed to implement RRC based switching procedure without leaving RRC_CONNECTED state and NAS based switching procedure for leaving RRC_CONNECTED state. 
Proposal 3: RAN2 to discuss whether seperate UE capability bits are needed for switching procedures for and without leaving RRC_CONNECTED state respectively. 
If UE capability separation is needed, then it is obvious that NW should enable to configure the UE for two RRC based switching procedures independently. Even if not, we still believe that it should be allowed for NW to configure either one or both from a specification point of view.   
Proposal 4: NW can configure the UE to report MUSIM UE assistance information for leaving RRC_CONNECTED state and without leaving RRC_CONNECTED state independently. 
Early return 
We understand that the UE can transmit in UL (i.e. SR or RA is triggered) during existing measurement gap duration. It is not clear to us whether UE is allowed to transmit in UL in the remaining part of switching gap duration if the UE has finished monitoring other USIM in part of switching gap duration. 
Proposal 5: RAN2 to clarify whether UE is allowed to transmit in UL in the remaining part of switching gap duration if the UE has finished monitoring other USIM in part of switching gap duration.
If allowed, there seems no real need to explicit/new signalling for early return i.e. similar principle can be applied to switching gap duration for MUSIM purpose if needed. 
Conclusion
Based on the discussion in the previous sections, RAN2 is requested to discuss and if possible agree on the following proposals:
Proposal 1: Do not support NAS piggybacking in UEAssistanceInformation at switching procedure for leaving RRC_CONNECTED state. 
Proposal 2: Introduce preferredRRC-state-r17 for switching procedure for leaving RRC_CONNECTED state.   
Proposal 3: RAN2 to discuss whether seperate UE capability bits are needed for switching procedures for and without leaving RRC_CONNECTED state respectively. 
Proposal 4: NW can configure the UE to report MUSIM UE assistance information for leaving RRC_CONNECTED state and without leaving RRC_CONNECTED state independently. 
Proposal 5: RAN2 to clarify whether UE is allowed to transmit in UL in the remaining part of switching gap duration if the UE has finished monitoring other USIM in part of switching gap duration.
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