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Introduction
From RAN4#103e we have the following WF [1]:1. Further discuss
· Option 1: samples assumed for deriving the accuracy requirements: 1
· Option 2: samples assumed for deriving the accuracy requirements: 4

2. Further discuss below options:
· Option 1: Introduce scaling factor Kgap when the PDC resources occasions collide with legacy MG only
· Option 3: No requirements defined for when PDC resources collide with gaps
· Clarification on the requirements applicable conditions need to included into specification for this option 
3. FFS whether define DRX requirements for PDC measurement

In this paper we will continue to discuss the remaining issues for the RRM core requirement for PDC.
Discussion
TRS sample number
In our simulation result in [1] , it shows that the TRS measurement sample number has a minor effect on the TUE-RX  error on FR1 and FR2, AWGN and fading channel. 
TRS measurement sample number has a minor effect on the TUE-RX  error on FR1 and FR2, AWGN and fading channel.

Therefore, defining measurement requirements for 1 sample of TRS should be sufficient. 
Define UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement accuracy with 1 TRS measurement sample for FR1 and FR2, AWGN and fading channel.

Measurement gap
In RAN4#103e, companies proposed to consider introducing a scaling factor for the PDC measurements if the UE would be configured with measurement gaps and there would be overlapping between a measurement gap and any of the measured RSs.
Although PRS and TRS measurements for PDC are important we also believe it is best to account any configured measurement gap. However, as these measurements are assumed to be infrequent and not configured in a continuous manner RAN4 needs to discuss how to account for any PDC measurements collision with configured gaps. Hence, in one sense it could be enough to state that a delay in the PDC reporting could be expected if there is a collision between PDC measurements and a configured measurement gap. It may not be necessary to define a specific scaling factor as some UE may in fact not use a given measurement gap but could instead skip the gap and perform PDC measurements.
We propose just capturing the potential impact from any collision between PDC measurements and measurement gaps by stating an additional delay can be expected in the PDC measurements or alternatively the RRM measurements. 
Account when the PDC resources occasions collide with legacy MG.
A collision between PDC measurements and measurement gaps is captured by allowing an additional delay in the RRM measurements.

DRX
We tend to agree that the long DRX cycle during the UE Rx-Tx period will affect the PDC measurement accuracy for mobile UE. Considering the rigid error budget from control-to-control applications, we tend to think the long DRX cycle is not compactable with PDC. 
Do not define PDC UE Rx-TX measurement period requirements under DRX conditions.
Hence, only requirements for no DRX are defined and UE is expected not to apply DRX when performing PDC UE Rx-Tx measurements. 
Conclusion
Based on the above discussion, we have the following observations and proposals:
1. TRS measurement sample number has a minor effect on the TUE-RX  error on FR1 and FR2, AWGN and fading channel.
1. Define UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement accuracy with 1 TRS measurement sample for FR1 and FR2, AWGN and fading channel.
1. Account when the PDC resources occasions collide with legacy MG.
1. A collision between PDC measurements and measurement gaps is captured by allowing an additional delay in the RRM measurements.
1. Do not define PDC UE Rx-TX measurement period requirements under DRX conditions.
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