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1	Introduction
In this contribution we discuss aspects related to the latest LS sent to RAN4 on coordination of R17 gap features (see R2-2203879).
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
2.1	Context
The following agreement was reached in RAN2#117-e:
	RAN2 signaling will in general support joint configuration for all gap features (i.e. pre-configured MG, concurrent gap, NCSG, MUSIM gap, and ePOS gap)



While the following questions were included in the LS to RAN4 (R2-2203879):
	Q1 – Whether there is restriction on joint configuration of some gap features from RAN4 perspectives?
Q2 – How many gaps (including ePOS gap, MUSIM gap, concurrent gap from MGE WI) could be activated simultaneously?



RAN2 can expect to get an answer from RAN4 during RAN2#118-e. However, it is possible at this point to outline and further develop the issues above.
2.2	Max number of active gaps and joint configuration restrictions
RAN4 has agreed that the maximum number of gaps is 2 and 3, for perUE and perFR gaps, respectively. Notice that this is without considering MUSIM gaps. 
RAN4’s logic on this is to restrict the number of parallel gaps to avoid further degrading the (throughput) performance due to measurement interruptions. Hence, we believe that a similar logic should be considered for other gaps too. 
In this regard, when additionally considering the other features, RAN2 could expect to consider a maximum of 2 and 3, for perUE and perFR related gaps, respectively.
[bookmark: _Toc101830096]RAN2 should expect a similar approach as that agreed for concurrent gaps when considering the support of other “activated” gap features (i.e., max 2 for per-UE gaps, max 3 for perFR gaps).

However, MUSIM gaps have also been introduced (including 2 periodic and 1 aperiodic gap). Hence, 6 active gaps could possibly be considered, of course, if such capability is offered by a UE.
[bookmark: _Toc101830097]6 active gaps could be “active” when additionally considering MUSIM gaps.

However, MUSIM gaps are being introduced separate from R17 MGE gaps. Hence, RAN2 needs to describe on how to restrict the maximum number of simultaneous active gaps.
The same holds for restriction on joint configuration of gap features. Hence, the following proposal.
[bookmark: _Toc101830098]If separate RRC configuration structure is confirmed for the different features (e.g., MUSIM, MGE), RAN2 spec to describe the maximum number of active gaps and joint configuration restrictions, in each related gap configuration fields.

[bookmark: _Ref189046994]3	Conclusion
In the previous sections we made the following observations: 
Observation 1	RAN2 should expect a similar approach as that agreed for concurrent gaps when considering the support of other “activated” gap features (i.e., max 2 for per-UE gaps, max 3 for perFR gaps).
Observation 2	6 active gaps could be “active” when additionally considering MUSIM gaps.

Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	If separate RRC configuration structure is confirmed for the different features (e.g., MUSIM, MGE), RAN2 spec to describe the maximum number of active gaps and joint configuration restrictions, in each related gap configuration fields.
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