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1	Introduction
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]In RAN2#113bis-e, the LS [1] from RAN3 ask RAN2 to address several questions on the inter-node message design for CPAC. We propose to further discuss the reply LS to RAN3 in this contribution.
2	Discussion
2.1 Association between the execution conditions and the RRC Reconfiguration of the candidate cells determined by the T-SN
In LS [1], RAN3 asked the following question on how to handle the association between the execution condition and the RRC Reconfiguration of the candidate PSCells determined by the T-SN in SN initiated inter-SN CPC.
	· About the SN initiated inter-SN CPC, RAN3 would like to ask RAN2 to feedback on the following two alternatives:
· Alternative 1: MN performs the association between the execution condition received from the source SN and the RRC configuration of the candidate PSCell received from the candidate SN. 
· Alternative 2: MN forwards the execution condition received from the source SN to the candidate SN. The candidate SN sends the execution condition and the RRC configuration of the candidate PSCell to the MN.



As for alternative 2, the MN forwards the execution condition received from the source SN to the candidate SN. The T-SN also needs to feedback the execution condition to the MN after making the association between the execution condition and the RRC configuration of the candidate PSCells. Thus, additional signalling overhead would be introduced for the X2/Xn interface between the MN and the T-SN. 
Observation 1: Extra signalling overhead would be introduced to exchange the execution condition received from the S-SN between the MN and the T-SN.  
Considering the agreement that the MN generates the conditional reconfiguration message and the final RRC message containing the CPAC configuration, the MN needs to generate the CPC configuration anyway. Thus, we think the complexity of the MN will not be decreased even the MN is not responsible for the association between the execution condition and the RRC configuration received from the T-SN.
Observation 2: Considering the agreement that the MN generates the conditional reconfiguration message and the final RRC message containing the CPAC configuration, the complexity of the MN will not be decreased, even the association between the execution condition and the RRC configuration is performed by the T-SN.
Moreover, it is already agreed that in MN initiated inter-SN CPC and CPA, the MN is not required to indicate the execution condition(s) to other involved entities (e.g. target SN, source SN). Thus, in MN initiated inter-SN CPC, the MN will not set the execution conditions in the SN addition request message to the T-SN. To have a unified SN addition procedure, we propose that the MN shall not forward the execution condition to the T-SN. 
Proposal 1: Alternative 1 should be used, i.e., MN performs the association between the execution condition received from the source SN and the RRC configuration of the candidate PSCell received from the candidate SN.
2.2 Inter-node RRC container design
In LS [1], RAN3 also asked RAN2 the following question related with how to design the inter-node RRC container, i.e., the CG-Config, for CPAC procedure.
	· About the inter-node RRC container design
· In case multiple PSCells are prepared in one CPAC procedure, RAN3 would like to ask RAN2 to feedback on the inter-node RRC container design: will one RRC container for one PSCell be used, or one RRC container for multiple PSCells?


In legacy procedure, only one candidate PSCell is included within one SN addition request acknowledge message, and one CG-Config includes the configuration for one PSCell. Considering that in addition to  the RRCReconfiguration message, there may be other configurations related with the candidate PSCells within the CG-Config, i.e., scg-RB-Config. All configurations for each candidate PSCell should be distinguished by the MN. Therefore, if one CG-Config is used for multiple PSCells, multiple configuration lists may be introduced within one CG-Config, which is quite different from the legacy CG-Config and the impact on the specification is large. Therefore, we propose to reuse the legacy CG-Config, which is for one PSCell. 
Proposal 2: From RAN2 point, one RRC container (CG-Config) for one PSCell should be used for inter-SN CPC initiated by MN or SN, and CPA.
3	Conclusion
In the previous sections, we made the following observations and proposals:
Observation 1: Extra signalling overhead would be introduced to exchange the execution condition received from the S-SN between the MN and the T-SN.  
Observation 2: Considering the agreement that the MN generates the conditional reconfiguration message and the final RRC message containing the CPAC configuration, the complexity of the MN will not be decreased, even the association between the execution condition and the RRC configuration is performed by the T-SN.

Proposal 1: Alternative 1 should be used, i.e., MN performs the association between the execution condition received from the source SN and the RRC configuration of the candidate PSCell received from the candidate SN.
Proposal 2: From RAN2 point, one RRC container (CG-Config) for one PSCell should be used for inter-SN CPC initiated by MN or SN, and CPA.
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