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1 Introduction

In the email discussion [108#66], one open issue is whether CHO and mobilityControlInfo or reconfiguration with sync can be configured in the same RRC message, and there is no clear majority view based on companies’ feedback in phase 1 discussion. In this contribution, we would like to provide our views to this open issue.
2 Discussion 
In the current 38.331 running CR, the RRCReconfiguration message is extended to include cho-Config, which means that the RRCReconfiguration message can carry both serving cell configuation and CHO configuration. This is because serving cell configuration is still subject to change as CHO execution may not be immediately triggered. Given this extended ASN.1 structure, it seems also possible to include mobilityControlInfo or reconfiguration with sync together with cho-Config in the same message. However, we identify some below arguments for not doing so.
Firstly, content of HO command should not be altered. In legacy, HO command is generated by the target cell it is in the form of the RRCReconfiguration message. Source cell is not allowed to alter any content and it should just forward the entire RRC message to the UE. Note that this is the case for CHO configuration, i.e. source cell cannot alter any content in the CHO configuration generated by the target cell. When it comes to the HO case, above principle means that source cell should not open the HO command and insert the cho-Config in the message.
Secondly, HO command should only carry some critical configuration for the access of target cell and the size should be kept as small as possible. Normally, HO happens when the source cell quality becomes worse and since HO command will be transmitted over the source link, the size of HO command would be very sensitive in the case of pool quality link. That is, for better reception, the message size should be kept small. CHO configuration is not crucial for the legacy HO access and thus should not be included in the same RRC message.

Based on above analysis, we think CHO configuration should not be signalled together with HO command. If network really wants to provide CHO configuration, it can be configured in a separate RRC message sent earlier than the HO command. 
. 

Proposal 1 Do not support including CHO configuration and HO command in the same RRC message.

3 Conclusion
Based on the discussion in section 2 we have following observations and proposals:
Proposal 1
Do not support including CHO configuration and HO command in the same RRC message.
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