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Introduction
In [1], RAN2 asked the following questions to RAN1 and RAN4 related to the L1 measurement and reporting:
Question 1: Are the above intra-frequency and inter-frequency L1 measurement and reporting features (45-1 and 45-1a) prerequisites to support intra-frequency and inter-frequency LTM, respectively?
Question 2: The above features, 45-1 and 45-1a, from RAN1 and related RAN4 features (39-1, 39-2, 39-3-1, 39-3-2, 39-3-3, 39-3-4, 39-3-5, 39-3-6) are defined per BC for both intra-frequency and inter-frequency measurements. RAN2 would like check with RAN1/4 for which BC (e.g. BC of current serving cells, BC including current serving cells and cell to be measured or something else) these capabilities are to be considered for L1 intra-frequency and inter-frequency LTM measurements?
In this contribution, we provide our views on the draft reply for these questions from RAN2. 
[bookmark: _Hlk510705081]Discussion
From the perspective of RAN1, all RAN1 features are considered optional based on capability signaling. However, it has always been assumed in RAN1 that support for L1 measurement and reporting is a prerequisite for LTM. Discussions in RAN4 regarding whether L3 measurements can also trigger LTM are ongoing. Enabling LTM trigger based on L3 measurements may offer benefits such as more reliable cell switch decisions and broader feature deployment. On the other hand, L1 measurements may be beneficial to enable early DL/UL synchronization. Therefore, making UE support of L1 measurement and reporting features prerequisite to support intra-frequency and inter-frequency LTM may be beneficial. However, the final decision on whether L1 measurement and reporting features (45-1 and 45-1a) to be prerequisites to support intra-frequency and inter-frequency LTM should be left to RAN4.
Proposal 1: In the reply to RAN2 on Question 1, it should be mentioned that from RAN1's perspective, there are no concerns either way regarding whether L1 measurement and reporting features should be prerequisites to support intra-frequency and inter-frequency LTM.
Regarding RAN1 feature group discussions, there was a long discussion on the type of each feature group, mainly on selection between per band and per BC. There were no specific issues raised in either type, but finally the type of each features group was selected as a compromise, per BC for 45-1, 45-1a, 45-2, and per band for 45-3, 45-3a, 45-4, 45-4a, 45-5, 45-6, and 45-7. For 45-1, 45-1a, a BC should refer to bands where the UE is able to make measurements while being served on one or more of the bands of the BC. For simple implementation, it should refer to the BC of the current serving cells. 
Proposal 2: In the reply to RAN2 on Question 2, it should be mentioned that BC should refer to the BC of current serving cells where the UE supports making measurements while being served on one or more of the bands in the BC.
Conclusion
In this contribution, we provide our views on the RAN2 questions on the L1 measurement and reporting. The following proposal have been made:
Proposal 1: In the reply to RAN2 on Question 1, it should be mentioned that from RAN1's perspective, there are no concerns either way regarding whether L1 measurement and reporting features should be prerequisites to support intra-frequency and inter-frequency LTM.
Proposal 2: In the reply to RAN2 on Question 2, it should be mentioned that BC should refer to the BC of current serving cells where the UE supports making measurements while being served on one or more of the bands in the BC.
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