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1. Introduction
In the last meeting, RAN2 had online & offline discussion to build basic concept procedure of CHO [1], [2].
Agreements
1: The baseline operation for E-UTRAN Conditional HO procedure assumes HO command type of message contains HO triggering condition(s) and dedicated RRC configuration(s). UE accesses the prepared target when the relevant condition is met.
3: The baseline operation for E-UTRAN Conditional HO assumes the source eNB remains responsible for RRC until UE successfully sends RRC Connection Reconfiguration Complete message to target eNB. 
4: RAN2 assumes late packet forwarding (i.e. not done immediately when the CHO target cells become prepared) could be more suitable for E-UTRAN CHO when there are multiple candidate target cells. In case of single prepared candidate target cell, early packet forwarding could be considered as an option. Detailed decisions require RAN3 study.
5: RAN2 will inform the Conditional HO assumptions (including the baseline operation) to RAN3 via LS at RAN#105bis, requesting RAN3 to kindly work on the CHO scheme aspects matching their expertise (e.g. data forwarding).
In this paper, we discuss about CHO configuration generally.
2. Discussion
At the last RAN2 meeting, CHO baseline operation was generally made that HO command type of message contains HO triggering condition(s) and dedicated RRC configuration(s). However RAN2 still need to consider which node have responsibility to decide HO triggering condition and dedicated RRC configuration to sending CHO command to the UE.
2.1 HO Triggering Condition
In the legacy LTE behaviour, source cell usually decide UE to move to a target cell i.e. handover after receiving measurement reporting e.g. A3 or A5. The condition such as threshold or offset to report measurement result, is decided by source cell and the source cell usually doesn’t need to coordinate with neighbour cell to determine the condition. Because the handover is one of purpose for providing good quality of service to the UE then source cell is only required to support suitable timing of HO execution based on source cell’s environment. In the same manner, HO triggering condition can be regarded as the reporting condition of the legacy measurement report and we think it is natural that the source cell decide the HO triggering condition for the each candidate cell of CHO. In addition, it seems like there is no additional benefit if the each HO triggering condition is decided by the each candidate cell.
Proposal 1: The HO triggering condition(s) to the each target cell is/are decided by source cell

2.2 RRC Dedicated Configuration
RRC dedicated configuration of candidate cell is using for applying the candidate cell when the UE satisfies with the corresponding HO triggering condition. In the legacy LTE behaviour, for HO preparation phase, target cell provides to the source cell whole RRC Reconfiguration message after the target cell received essential information from the source cell i.e. RRC signalling is created by target cell. Because the legacy behaviour doesn’t consider multiple cell scenario and the whole RRC Reconfiguration message is completely applied to single target cell configuration. In the same manner, RRC dedicated configuration can be regarded as the legacy RRC Reconfiguration of the legacy handover and we think it is natural that the target cell decide the RRC dedicated configuration for the each candidate cell of CHO.
Proposal 2: RRC dedicated configuration(s) for applying to the each target cell is/are decided by target cell
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we have following conclusion:
Proposal 1: The HO triggering condition(s) to the each target cell is/are decided by source cell
Proposal 2: RRC dedicated configuration(s) for applying to the each target cell is/are decided by target cell
4. References
[1] R2-1902238 Report from Break-Out Session, Session Chair (Nokia)
[2] R2-1902521 Outcome of offline discussion #801: Baseline agreements for conditional handover, Nokia
1

2

