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1 Introduction
Due to lack of time, pre-configured measurement gap was not discussed during online session and kick start easy agreements offline.   

R2-2201687
Summary of 8.22.2 MGE: pre-configured measurement gap
Intel
· “Easy” agreements offline, discussion points for online CB (if possible) 

· [AT116bis-e][062][MGE] pre-configured measurement gap (Intel)


Scope: Based on R2-2201687, attempt to agree offline “easy agreements”.


Intended outcome: Report


Deadline: 1/24/2022 10:00UTC 
2 Discussion
During email discussion [3], 11 companies support to use 1 bit indication to indicate pre-configured gap. 

2 companies (also agree using 1 bit indication) think a separate IE for pre-configured gap can be introduced in case RAN4 reply simultaneous support of legacy gap and pre-configured gap.

1 company think that it is better to use a new IE for pre-configured gap for forward compatibility. 

Rapporteur wants to note that even though MGE WI doesn’t discuss the join feature of pre-configured gap and concurrent gap, but other work item such as MUSIM, ePOS and NTN may end up using the same framework for join functionality. Especially majority of the companies agree to use 1 bit to indicate pre-configured gap.

Proposal 1: Add 1 bit indication in gapConfig to indicate pre-configured measurement gap.
Q1: Since majority of the companies support using 1 bit indication and we have very limited time for this work item, we would like to ask if proposal 1 is acceptable? 

	Company
	Support/ Acceptable/ unacceptable
	Reason

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Summary Q1: TBD
We understand there are discussion for simultaneous support of legacy gap and pre-configured gap, we are still waiting for RAN4 reply. What are companies view in case of RAN4 reply the simultaneous support of legacy gap and pre-configured gap. Some options are:
· Option 1: New IE to support pre-configure gap

· Option 2: Combine concurrent gap to indicate pre-configured gap if both are enabled

· Option3: ?

Q2: What is your view in case of simultaneous support of legacy gap and pre-configured gap?
	Companies
	Option (feel free to add)
	Comments

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Summary Q2: TBD
During last meeting RAN2#116e, it is agreed: 

· RAN2 hasn't seen any usefulness of MAC-CE based activation/deactivation and prefers to not support it.
	
	Source
	Related proposals

	Not support MAC CE activation
	MT, R2-2201247
	Proposal 1: RAN2 confirms that MAC-CE based activation/deactivation for pre-configured MG is NOT supported.


Media Tek proposes RAN2 to confirms not to support MAC-CE based activation/deactivation. Based on RAN4 LS [17], RAN4 has also decided MAC CE based activation/deactivation is not supported.

Regarding activation/deactivation of Pre-configured MG, RAN4 has reached the following conclusions:

· NW can control activation/deactivation of pre-configured MG for the specific BWP via RRC message ONLY.

· Additional activation/deactivation conditions are not considered in application to network-controlled pre-MG activation/deactivation. (i.e. MAC CE based activation/deactivation is not supported)
Even though it is unclear from the LS if this applies to all pre-configured gap or only network-controlled pre-configured gap. But Rapporteur thinks that majority of companies from email discussion are align not to support MAC CE activation/deactivation. We can make a propose to confirm that.

Proposal 3: RAN2 confirms that MAC-CE based activation/deactivation for pre-configured MG is NOT supported.
Q3: Can we confirm that RAN2 doesn’t support MAC-CE based activation/deactivation for pre-configured MG.

	Companies
	Yes/ No
	Comments

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Summary Q3: TBD
 During email discussion [3], some companies want to ask RAN4 for motivation and use case to support network-controlled activation/ deactivation pre-configured measurement gap. 

Q4: Do you think it is needed to send LS to RAN4 to clarify motivation and use case of network-controlled activation/ deactivation pre-configuration measurement gap.

	Companies
	Yes/ No
	Comments

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Summary Q4: TBD
3 Conclusion
TBD
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