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1 Introduction

CB: # SONMDT2_SuccessHO

- In order to support inter-RAT SHR, to define Choice IE type of “Successful HO Report”in XnAP, NGAP and F1AP?

- The UE provides explicit source cell outside successful handover report container? LS to RAN2?
- For RLF during DAPS HO, the RLF report inside Successful handover report. Send LS to RAN2 for confirmation?
- CHO/DAPS: Send a LS to RAN2 to investigate how to leverage UE’s radio monitoring abilities to provide RAN nodes with more contextual information from their radio experience, especially under unstable radio conditions, before CHO, but also when the CHO is being evaluated and executed? UL/DL HO interruption time that the UE experienced should be included in the SHR? the number of duplications should be included in the SHR?
- Stage2/3 CRs, if agreeable

- LS to RAN2 if agreeable
(Interdigital - moderator)
Summary of offline disc in R3-214166
The discussion covers the below documents:
	R3-213776
	Radio Link measurements for SHR candidate target cells optimization (InterDigital )
	discussion

	R3-213811
	Successful Handover Report for CHO and DAPS (Ericsson, Interdigital)
	discussion

	R3-214056
	Consideration on Successful Handover Report (ZTE)
	discussion

	R3-214057
	(TP for SON BL CR for TS 38.413) Successful Handover support (ZTE)
	other

	R3-214058
	(TP for SON BL CR for TS 38.423) Successful Handover support (ZTE)
	other

	R3-214059
	(TP for SON BL CR for TS 38.473) Successful Handover support (ZTE)
	other

	R3-214060
	[Draft]LS on information from UE for Successful Handover Report (ZTE)
	other


The moderator’s proposal is in the first round, attempt to get consensus on the topics raised by the papers and then after the online discussion session, complete agreement on any LSs or TPs, supported by the consensus. 
The discussion will be broken into 4 parts

1. Inclusion of multi-rat

2. Source cell reporting 

3. RLF during DAPS HO
4. Additional feedback from the UE

2 For the Chairman’s Notes
Propose the following:
R3-20xxxa, R3-20xxxc merged

R3-20xxxc rev [in xxxg] – agreed

R3-20xxxd rev [in xxxh] – agreed

R3-20xxxe rev [in xxxi] – agreed

R3-20xxxf rev [in xxxj] – endorsed

Propose to capture the following:

Agreement text…
Agreement text…

WA: carefully crafted text…

Issue 1: no consensus

Issue 2: issue is acknowledged; need to further check the impact on xxx. May be possible to address with a pure st2 change. To be continued…
3 Discussion 
3.1 Inclusion of Multi-RAT
In R3-214056 ZTE proposes to include inter-RAT SHR as they proposed last time. The outcome last meeting was:

Inter-RAT aspects for SHR could be considered after conclusion of intra-RAT, reusing as much as possible. 

But now because RAN2 has included it, they believe it is time to do this, their proposal is: 

In order to support inter-RAT SHR, to define Choice IE type of“Successful HO Report”in XnAP, NGAP and F1AP. 
Do you agree that it is time for RAN3 to support inter-RAT SHR? And if so, do you agree that proposal 1 is the way to do this? 
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.2 Source Cell Reporting
In R3-214056 ZTE proposes that because the UE may move to another RAN node before the SHR is retrieved from the UE,  the third RAN node would need the cell id of the original cell sent outside the UE SHR container.  Their proposal is:
The UE provides explicit source cell outside successful handover report container. Send LS to RAN2 for confirmation.
Do you believe that RAN3 should agree that this correct? And if so, do you support sending an LS to RAN2 on this issue?
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.3 RLF during DAPS HO

In R3-214056 ZTE proposes that since in RAN2 “Successful HO completion, but RLF in source during DAPS HO” was agreed as a part of the SHR, it is best to keep the RLF and successful handover information associated together by including the RLF information in the SHR report. Their proposal is:

For RLF during DAPS HO, the RLF report inside Successful handover report. Send LS to RAN2 for confirmation. 
Do you believe that RAN3 should agree that this correct? And if so, do you support sending an LS to RAN2 on this issue?
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.4 Additional Feedback from the UE
In R3-213811 Ericsson and InterDigital, and in R3-213776 InterDigital suggests additional feedback from the UE to optimize CHO and DAPS HO. 
There are two proposals from the Ericsson/InterDigital paper

a. We propose that the UL/DL HO interruption time that the UE experienced should be included in the SHR

b. We propose that the number of duplications should be included in the SHR

And one from the InterDigital paper
c. Send a LS to RAN2 with this use case to investigate how to leverage UE’s radio monitoring abilities to provide RAN nodes with more contextual information from their radio experience, especially under unstable radio conditions, before CHO, but also when the CHO is being evaluated and executed.
Do you believe that RAN3 should agree that these are correct? And if so, do you support sending an LS to RAN2 on these issues?
	Company
	Comment

	InterDigital
	We agree with a, b, & c
Interruption time and duplications should be measurements coming from the UE

For c, even if you for some reason had a problem with the use case chosen. The fact is that in this process which can be a long one, the network is blind to some events before CHO is triggered and is definitely blind from the time the CHO is triggered and the UE arrives in the new cell, if it isn’t smooth, (timer expiries) it could be a large interruption time which might be caused by unmeasured cell environment changes. There are some in RAN2 discussing not including non-CHO candidates in the SHR report at all. 

	
	

	
	


3.5 Any other comments

Are there any other topics/comments in this area?
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


4 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
5 References

