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1 Introduction
In RAN2#113bis-e meeting, some of CPAC related issues were left FFS and expected to be concluded in next meeting. The details are as follows [1].
	Source SN configuration update
We aim to conclude on P4 in next meeting
Proposal 4 	RAN 2 discuss and determine whether/which of the following are valid/necessary scenarios for the source SN configuration update based on the accepted candidate cells by the target SN before the CPAC configuration is sent to UE ‎
-	gap is not needed according to the response from the target SN 
-	measID related with CPC that are not linked with the selected candidate PSCells.
-	The target SN determines alternative candidate cells other than what suggested by the ‎source SN (subject to previous FFS) ‎



In this contribution, we would like to share our opinions on some of the remaining issues for source SN configuration update addressed above.
2 Discussion
Issue 1: Candidate PSCell generation
As discussed in [2], the common understanding for candidate PSCell generation in CPAC procedure is that T-SN may not accept some of the candidates suggested by S-SN, but the opinions on whether T-SN can come up with alternative candidates are varied. We can analyse this issue from the following aspects.
Firstly, it was agreed that the source SN sets the execution condition for SN initiated inter-SN CPC in RAN2#112e meeting. If T-SN can come up with different candidate PSCells from the candidate list provided by the S-SN, more internode signallings would be needed for the S-SN to determine the related execution conditions based on the previous agreement. In that case, the preparation delay for inter-SN CPC will be increased.
Furthermore, if T-SN selects candidate PSCells mainly based on the measurement results from S-SN, then the evaluation results for candidates might be quite similar. If T-SN mainly considers load balance aspects, it might be better to reject some or all of the candidates instead of choosing a cell with lower measurement result as a candidate. Since a candidate PSCell with lower channel quality may lead to more CPAC failure and bring more signalling overhead.
On the other hand, T-SN might be unaware of which node initiates the CPAC procedure. The related T-SN behaviours including the target candidate PSCell selection and configuration shall be uniform and aligned, no matter it is an SN initiated inter-SN CPC or an MN initiated CPA or inter-SN CPC. Therefore, it is more simple and straightforward to not allow T-SN to come up with different candidate PSCells than the received candidates from MN.
Based on the above analysis, we suggest that
Proposal 1: For candidate PSCell generation, T-SN can reject some of or all candidates received from MN which are suggested by MN or SN in CPAC, but shall not come up with alternative candidates.
Issue 2: Source SN configuration update
Whether S-SN configuration update is needed after T-SN replies the accepted candidate PSCells and the corresponding configuration has also been discussed in the last meeting with no consensus. 
If T-SN can provide different candidates from those S-SN suggested, then S-SN configuration update procedure shall be needed in order to configure the related execution conditions for the T-SN suggested candidates. However, according to the previous analysis, we don’t recommend to support that. 
If T-SN only accepts some of the candidates suggested by S-SN, then configuration parameters including measId(s) in SCG MeasConfig and measurement gap configuration may require updating based on the T-SN accepted candidates. 
For measId(s) which is linked to a candidate PSCell not accepted by T-SN, the related measurement object may also be used for normal RRM and no extra effort might be needed for the UE. Even if the redundant measId might cause some unnecessary measurement, it seems not a big problem for the UE since it only happens in a limit period before the CPAC execution and can be optimised by the UE implementation. As for the measurement gap reconfiguration by S-SN, the possibility that S-SN needs to update is relatively low, which only happens in EN-DC and NGEN-DC scenarios and SN is deployed on FR2. Besides that, the measurement gap configuration may also be used by normal RRM. Similarly, even if the unnecessary measurement gap is configured together with the CPAC configuration, the network can update the configuration in the subsequent modification procedure. Therefore, there seems no significant need to introduce additional internode signalling between MN and S-SN for the coordination of measurement configuration. 
As analysed above, we slightly prefer that
Proposal 2: No need to introduce additional internode signalling between MN and S-SN to update the measurement configuration when the T-SN only accepts some of the candidate PSCells.
3 Conclusion
In this contribution, we discuss open issues for the preparation of CPAC procedure, including candidate PSCell generation and S-SN configuration update. In our opinion, the CPAC procedure shall be simple and fewer internode signallings would be appreciated. 
We kindly ask RAN2 to consider the above problems and the corresponding proposals listed below.
Proposal 1: For candidate PSCell generation, T-SN can reject some of or all candidates received from MN which are suggested by MN or SN in CPAC, but shall not come up with alternative candidates.
Proposal 2: No need to introduce additional internode signalling between MN and S-SN to update the measurement configuration when the T-SN only accepts some of the candidate PSCells.
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