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1. Introduction
In the last meeting, RAN2 made below agreements and working assumption for CHO execution [1].
Agreements for LTE conditional HO
1	Separate CHO execution condition(s) can be configured for each individual candidate cells.
2	Define a CHO execution condition by the measurement identity which identifies a measurement configuration. (FFS to be addressed in stage 3 which parts of the measurement configuration are used for the CHO triggering).
3	As a baseline CHO can be triggered based on a condition consisting of a single event, singe quantity.
3.1	The single trigger quantity can be configured to be RSRP, RSRQ or RS-SINR.
FFS Whether multiple triggering conditions are required.
4	Deconfiguration of CHO candidates is performed by RRC signalling (we will not introduce timer based mechanism for the UE to deconfiguration of the CHO candidates).
5	Baseline that configuration of all CHO candidates are released after successful (any) handover completion (sending complete message to the target cell).
[bookmark: _GoBack]FFS if it might be possible to keep CHO candidates after the HO.
6	UE shall not stop T310 and shall not start T304 when it receives configuration of a CHO candidate 
7	The timer T310 is stopped and timer T304-like is started when the UE begins execution of a conditional handover for a target cell. (Stage 3 detail whether we reuse T304 or define a new timer)
Working assumption:
8	At RLF the UE performs cell selection and if the selected cell is a CHO candidate then the UE attempts CHO execution, otherwise re-establishment is performed.
9	At legacy handover failure (T304 expiry) or failure to access a CHO candidate cell (T304-like expiry), the UE performs cell selection and if the selected cell is a CHO candidate then the UE attempts CHO execution, otherwise re-establishment is performed.
In this contribution, we generally discuss potential repetitive CHO execution trial which may be caused by the highlighted working assumption.
2. Discussion
In RAN2#106 meeting, RAN2 made a working assumption that instead of triggering RRC Re-establishment, UE is able to perform CHO execution even though CHO execution is failed by radio link failure i.e. RLF or handover failure i.e. HOF if the selected cell is in the list of candidate cells for CHO during cell selection. We think it is beneficial to use network resources for CHO as much as possible since the UE may success to access to other candidate cells which are still waiting for the UE in spite of CHO execution failure of one candidate cell.
 However, the working assumption may need to enhancement for multiple candidate cell scenario for CHO. As RAN2 already have agreed to support multiple candidate cells for supporting CHO, the network is able to configure CHO including multiple candidate cells. Following the working assumption, upon expiry of T304-like timer or radio link failure is detected, the UE would try to execute CHO again if the selected cell is in the candidate cell list for cell selection procedure. The potential issue is how long the UE should try to CHO execution repeatedly when multiple candidate cells are configured. If there are still other candidate cells except for the failed candidate cell and the every selected cell is in the candidate cell list for CHO whenever the UE performs cell selection after HOF, the UE would perform CHO continuously until all candidate cells are failed to access, namely, CHO executing loop issue would happen. 
 This issue may not be just a rare case because of the next two reasons. Firstly, the UE would mostly select candidate cell in the procedure of cell selection upon declaring RLF or HOF because the candidate cell is chosen by measurement reporting which means that the candidate cells have a good quality to perform mobility. In the UE point of view, the candidate cells would still good cells and meet the cell selection criterion even though one candidate cell is failed to access. Secondly, there is generally lack of valid HO preparation period of the network resources per each candidate cell since the UE would waste lots of time to perform measurement to CHO execution and HO trail. In addition, the UE wouldn’t know each candidate cell’s remaining time for maintaining HO preparation because RAN2 has agreed that timer-based de-configuration is not introduced. The UE may keep trying to access another candidate cell which meets the cell selection criterion for resuming CHO execution even though the all candidate cells already released the network resources for CHO.
 To handling the CHO executing loop issue, RAN2 may need to consider an additional timer to indicate the endpoint of CHO configuration validity. The additional timer should be a common timer which applied to all candidate cells for maintaining CHO configuration and the UE should release all CHO configuration unless the UE success to CHO execution before the expiry of the additional timer. However this approach is not practical for pressing situation to perform mobility because it requires additional interworking between the source cell and all candidate cells to introduce the additional timer and decide proper timer value especially in the most cases of mobility scenario. 
 Therefore, in our view, once the UE fails again to perform CHO execution to the newly selected candidate cell upon declaring the first HOF failure in the procedure of CHO, the UE performs the legacy behavior i.e. RRC Re-establishment.
Proposal: When UE fails again to CHO execution to the newly selected candidate cell upon declaring HOF failure of the first CHO execution, the UE performs the legacy RRC Re-establishment.

3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we have the following conclusion:
Proposal: When UE fails again to CHO execution to the newly selected candidate cell upon declaring HOF failure of the first CHO execution, the UE performs the legacy RRC Re-establishment.
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