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1. Introduction
In RAN2#108 meeting, RAN2 agreed to followings for CHO [1]: 
Agreements
1	After successful reconfiguration with sync (with or without key change) (NR) or handover (LTE), UE releases stored CHO configurations.
<Omitted…>
1	Upon RLF/HOF the UE starts timer T311 and performs cell selection. Upon selecting a suitable cell while timer T311 is running the UE applies stored CHO configuration for that selected cell, if available; otherwise it performs re-establishment.

In RAN2#107 meeting, RAN2 agreed to followings for CHO [2]:
Agreements
1  For FR1, we will leave it up to UE implementation to select the target cell if more than one candidate cell meets the triggering condition (same as for FR2).
2  Do not introduce “bye” message from UE to the source cell for CHO.
3  If UE receives conventional handover command, it will execute the handover command regardless of stored (configured) conditional handover command. This applies if the HO cmd is received before any CHO triggering condition is satisfied. FFS how HO failure is handled.
4 	The UE can’t receive and perform RRC configuration from source cell while executing CHO command (which means from the time when the UE starts synchronization with target cell).
FFS whether simultaneous connectivity and CHO can work simultaneously.
5	UE is not required to continue evaluating the triggering condition of other candidate cell(s) during CHO execution.
6	We will not change cell selection procedure due to CHO (T310 expiry, T304(-like) expiry, etc.) 
7	CHO is optional feature for UEs and networks.
In this contribution, we discuss an HO command handling issue when it comes with CHO command.
2. Discussion
In the RAN2 email discussion, it is under discussion whether the CHO configuration should be provided in the HO command message (i.e. RRC Reconfiguration message). 
The proponents of providing the CHO configuration in the HO command message insist that it has gain in that the CHO configuration can be used for CHO based failure handling. In other words, if HOF occurs, the UE selects a suitable cell, and if the selected cell is CHO-capable cell, the UE can perform CHO instead of Re-establishment. Moreover, if the CHO configuration is provided as a target cell configuration, it will reduce the signaling overhead because the network does not need to send additional RRC Reconfiguration for the CHO after HO is completed on the target cell.
However, if the CHO configuration is included in the HO command message, the UE may perform CHO during the HO procedure. This is because the UE applies the CHO configuration after synchronizing to the target cell and the UE starts to monitor the candidate cells of CHO regardless of HO procedure. Then, the UE may select a cell not expected by the network. This results in unexpected UE behavior, which should be avoided.
In addition, providing the CHO configuration in the HO command message increases the HOF rate due to increased preparation time for HO. To configure the CHO in the HO command message, the target cell should spend more time on HO preparation in order to prepare CHO for each of the candidate cells.
Moreover, if the CHO configuration is provided as a target cell configuration, there is another problem. That is, when HOF occurs, the UE reverts cell configuration back from the target cell to the source cell, and removes the target cell configuration. Thus, the gain of CHO based failure handling cannot be achieved, which is opposite to the original purpose of introducing CHO configuration in the HO command message.
On the other hand, if the CHO configuration is provided as a source cell configuration, some specification changes are needed. As the current specification does not allow the source cell to change the HO command message provided by the target cell, including CHO configuration as a source cell configuration would require some amount of specification work that may not be fit in the Rel-16 timeframe.
With this reasoning, we think the gain of providing the CHO configuration in the HO command message is not justified. 
Proposal: The CHO configuration is not included in the HO command message.


3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we have the following conclusion:
Proposal: The CHO configuration is not included in the HO command message.
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