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1	Introduction
RAN2 is focused on specifying the SN-initiated PSCell change as a part of Rel-16 WI on Mobility enhancements in NR. In the course of [108#67][NR Mob] e-mail discussion (report available in [1]) it was considered whether the UE may be simultaneously configured with CHO and CPC. In particular, it was discussed how to avoid such simultaneous presence when CPC is configured solely by the SN, without MN’s involvement. This paper provides our further thoughts on this topic.
2	Simultaneous Conditional Handover and PSCell change
In the email discussion on CPC [1], the majority of companies have agreed that simultaneous CHO and CPC are not considered in Rel-16:
	Summary Q5: 11 companies agree that simultaneous support of CHO and CPC is not to be considered in Rel-16. 5 companies see that simultaneous support of CHO and CPC should be considered in this release considering that it is possible for scenario that the UE receives CHO configuration from MN after receiving CPC configuration from SN because CPC will be performing w/o MN involvement.  If however CHO and CPC are triggered simultaneously, the UE should prioritize CHO over CPC. Based on the majority, it was proposed that:
Proposal 5: support of CHO and CPC-intra-SN configuration simultaneously is not considered in Rel-16 due to limited time. 



However, it is not clear how the network can guarantee that the UE does not receive cho-Config from MN while it already has cpc-Config, or, equivalently, that the UE does not receive cpc-Config from SN while it already has cho-Config. The only option considered in [1] was the assumption that OAM properly configures SN and MN. However, such a solution would be rather static. Practically, this would only allow for either CHO or CPC over a large area, i.e. for all UEs, no matter whether they are close to MN boundary or close to SN boundary.
Whereas it is rather obvious, that the Rel-16 timeline will not allow for a tight and dynamic coordination between CHO and CPC (i.e. between MN and SN) without any risky race condition, we strongly believe that a slightly less static and UE specific coordination still would be highly desirable. For instance, UEs in the vicinity of an MN boundary should be able to use CHO (and easily survive without CPC), whereas UEs in the vicinity of SN boundary should be able to use CPC (and easily survive without CHO).
Observation 1: A UE specific coordination between CHO and CPC is highly beneficial. It does not have to be highly dynamic, but relying on a non-specified OAM approach may not suffice and does not enable per UE coordination.
The conclusion of the email discussion seems to exclude the involvement of the UE in such a coordination, i.e. the coordination has to be solved in the network. To achieve such goal RAN3 involvement is needed. RAN3 may consider a simple solution, e.g. to extend the SN Addition procedure with an indication whether or not MN is planning to use CHO. This could be set when the UE is close to an MN boundary indicating that the usage of CHO is planned; the SN would not use CPC in this case.
Proposal 1: An LS shall be sent to RAN3 to ask them to consider a solution for UE specific coordination between CHO and CPC.
Thanks to such approach, the use of CHO and CPC between MN and SN is more flexible than in case of OAM-dependent configuration, while not requiring any excessive signalling between the UE and its MN & SN.
Draft LS to RAN3 is available in [2].
3	Conclusion
This paper elaborated on MN-initiated reconfigurations in the presence of SN-initiated CPC. We made the following observations and proposals:
Observation 1: A UE specific coordination between CHO and CPC is highly beneficial. It does not have to be highly dynamic, but relying on a non-specified OAM approach may not suffice and does not enable per UE coordination.
Proposal 1: An LS shall be sent to RAN3 to ask them to consider a solution for UE specific coordination between CHO and CPC.
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