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Introduction
Here is a briefly review of the discussion on whether and how two MOs respectively configured by MN and SN can be counted as one. Discussion on MN/SN measurement coordination starts from RAN2 #98, a LS [1] is sent to RAN4 to inform RAN2’s progress and ask RAN4’s opinion. It then triggers the discussion in RAN4. And RAN4 replies to RAN2 in [2] and [3]. In last RAN4 meeting this issue is reopened in [4] and following agreement was reached [5]:
	RAN4 #86bis Agreements: 
· When MN and SN configure measurement objects to the same carrier frequency layer, RAN4 shall define whether the two measurement objects are counted as one or two layers. Aspects to be further studied include
· Focus on SSB-based measurement. FFS CSI-RS
· Same or different SMTC configuration
· Same or different SCS
· Other aspects are not precluded


So in this contribution we provide our opinions on this topic. 
Discussion on merging two MOs
Before discussing the condition under which two MOs can be counted as one, it is more important to clarify how the merge of two MOs is carried out. In [1] it is proposed that UE should determine the effective SMTC configuration based on the SMTC configurations in original two MOs. However, In RAN2 #99, following working assumption is reached, and it is further confirmed in RAN2 99bis:
	RAN2 #99 Working Assumption:
· UE receives independent measurement configuration from MN and SN. UE does not do any manipulation of parameters in order to make the measurements configurations consistent (i.e. network is responsible to ensure they are consistent if it wants to ensure these are considered as a single measurement layer)
RAN2 #99bis Agreements
· Working assumption is confirmed (UE receives independent measurement configuration from MN and SN. UE does not do any manipulation of parameters in order to make the measurements configurations consistent (i.e. network is responsible to ensure they are consistent if it wants to ensure these are considered as a single measurement layer)



According to the RAN2 conclusion duplicated above, it should be the network’s responsibility to ensure that the configuration of two MOs can support counting them as one. UE should not do any manipulation on the configured parameters to avoid inconsistent problems. Therefore, letting UE to merge the configuration of two MOs is against the agreements reached in RAN2. In addition, it will increase the complexity of the UE and may lead to unpredictable UE behavior. So it is better to let network to do this job. 
In fact, in previous RAN4 discussion, the common understanding is two MOs can be considered as one only if the differences in the configuration do not affect the physical measurement performed by the UE. Therefore, if two MOs can be combined into one, configuration of either one MO should be OK. Then it should be a reasonable solution that network use RRC signaling to indicate configuration of which MO should be used for the measurement on this carrier and for the determining of requirements. If network thinks it is necessary to use the new configuration for this carrier, it can modify one of the configurations and indicate it for measurement through RRC signaling. Anyway, network should do the work and UE executes according to the configuration.
So we propose:
Proposal 1. If two MOs corresponding to the same carrier can be counted as one, it is NW’s work to determine the configuration for measurement.
Conclusion
In this contribution issues related to MOs configured by MN and SN according to the same carrier is discussed. The proposals are concluded as follows:
Proposal 1. If two MOs corresponding to the same carrier can be counted as one, it is NW’s work to determine the configuration for measurement.
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