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Introduction
RAN4 has sent a LS to RAN2 in [1]
	RAN4 has discussed and achieved the following agreements on priority for MUSIM gaps:
· Introduction of priorities for periodic MUSIM gaps 
· Each periodic MUSIM gap can be assigned with a different priority
· The priority level of MUSIM gap(s) shall be configured to be comparable to priority level of NW A’s Type-2 MGs
· MUSIM gap and Type-2 MG cannot be configured with the same priority 
· The priority level of MUSIM gaps should be configured/allocated by NW A
RAN4 further agrees that:
· When requesting periodic MUSIM gap(s) UE can provide an assistance information for gap priority selection
· UE can optionally indicate its preferred priority for all or a subset MUSIM gaps
· It is up to NW A on how to use this information

Definition of Type-2 MG: Gap(s) configured via GapConfig-r17 without preConfigInd-r17 or ncsgInd-r17
RAN4 is still discussing whether priority for aperiodic MUSIM gap needs to be introduced.



In this contribution we would like to present our view on this LS.
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From the LS the following observations are clear
Observation 1: Each periodic gap can be assigned with a different priority
Observation 2: Priority for periodic gaps are allocated by NW, based on optional UE assistance information. It is up to the NW how to use this assistance information
From the above observations it is not clear, 
1. On what basis UE is expected to request for priority for a given set(s) of periodic gaps. 
2. How the UE expected to use these priorities for the periodic gaps once assigned. 
3. Will there be an out of sync between the priority requested by the UE compared to the value assigned by the NW (i.e.) whether that is a possible scenario.
Observation 3: Some open questions exist with respect to handling of priority for periodic gaps.
Proposal 1: RAN2 to discuss the open questions and potentially draft a reply LS to RAN4 requesting for clarifications thereof.
On the issue of aperiodic gaps, the following observation is made from the LS
Observation 5: RAN4 is still discussing whether priority for aperiodic MUSIM gap needs to be introduced.
From our understanding, aperiodic gaps are one-time gaps. This is used by UE to request for a pre-determined one-time operation on the other SIM instance and should be treated at the highest priority. If this does not get handled, then the UE must keep requesting for aperiodic gaps, until it gets to use that requested aperiodic gap. Such repeated request leads to unnecessary signalling overload, and potentially impacting the protocol use case on the other SIM instance. So it is better if the aperiodic gaps have implicitly the highest priority.
Observation 5: Aperiodic gaps are one-time gaps that are time sensitive
Proposal 2: Clarify if there is any need to assign priorities for aperiodic gaps in the first place.
Conclusion
In summary, we have the following observations and proposals
Observation 1: Each periodic gap can be assigned with a different priority
Observation 2: Priority for periodic gaps are allocated by NW, based on optional UE assistance information. It is up to the NW how to use this assistance information
Observation 3: Some open questions exist with respect to handling of priority for periodic gaps.
Observation 4: RAN4 is still discussing whether priority for aperiodic MUSIM gap needs to be introduced.
Observation 5: Aperiodic gaps are one-time gaps that are time sensitive
Proposal 1: RAN2 to discuss the open questions and potentially draft a reply LS to RAN4 requesting for clarifications thereof.
Proposal 2: Clarify if there is any need to assign priorities for aperiodic gaps in the first place.
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