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1 [bookmark: _Toc101615135]Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk75780291]RAN2 sent an LS to RAN4 and RAN1 with the title “LS on RAN2 agreements for satellite switch with resync” [1]. An excerpt is shown below:
	1	Overall description
[…]
· For soft satellite switch, RAN2 would like to get feedback on the feasibility that a UE supporting soft satellite switch can start synchronizing to the DL of the SpCell served by the target satellite while still being connected to the source satellite (without any simultaneous communication with the source and the target satellites).
[…]
2	Actions
To RAN4
ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully asks RAN4 to take the above agreements into account for their further corresponding work, and provide feedback on the feasibility of UE to perform the downlink synchronization with the target satellite and keep the communication with the source satellite of the same serving cell simultaneously in soft satellite switch.
To RAN1
ACTION: 	For the feasibility issue, RAN2 respectfully asks RAN1 to provide feedback if there are any concern. 



[bookmark: _Toc101615136]2	Discussion
RAN2 asks for feedback from RAN1 if there is any concern with that a UE supporting soft satellite switch can start synchronizing to the DL of the served by the target satellite while still being connected to the source satellite (“without simultaneous communication with the source and the target satellites”).
[bookmark: _Hlk158905567]In a previous reply LS to RAN2 [2], RAN1 concluded that soft switching is feasible under the condition that “UE is not required to connect to two satellites simultaneously during soft satellite switching”. However, synchronizing to the DL of two satellites simultaneously is still feasible and does not mean that the UE is “connected” to both satellites. Since RAN2 only requests feedback if RAN1 has a concern, a reply LS is not strictly needed from RAN1.
[bookmark: _Toc159249006]Synchronizing to the DL of the old and new satellite simultaneously is feasible and does not contradict the previous RAN1 assumption that “UE is not required to connect to two satellites simultaneously during soft satellite switching”.
[bookmark: _Toc159249007]RAN1 to conclude that there is no concern with synchronizing to the DL of the old and new satellite simultaneously.
[bookmark: _Toc101615138]3	Conclusion
In the previous sections we made the following observations: 
Observation 1	Synchronizing to the DL of the old and new satellite simultaneously is feasible and does not contradict the previous RAN1 assumption that “UE is not required to connect to two satellites simultaneously during soft satellite switching”.
 Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	RAN1 to conclude that there is no concern with synchronizing to the DL of the old and new satellite simultaneously.
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