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1	Introduction
RAN3 sent the LS to RAN2 in [1]. Unfortunately, at RAN2#113bis it was not possible to handle the LS and try to respond to RAN3 questions. This paper is an attempt to resolve the doubts RAN3 has expressed in [1].
2	Discussion
2.1	On the number of inter-node RRC containers
One of the doubts raised by RAN3 in [1] concerned the use of inter-node RRC containers, as per the following question:
	-	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 our understanding using a separate container for each CPC configuration would be more aligned with the legacy specification. It also provides more flexibility in case any updates are needed before the execution of CPAC, i.e. there would be no need to send the entire container, comprising the configurations for other candidate PSCells, for which nothing is to be modified. Additionally, such approach allows to follow the structure already used for conditional reconfiguration, where an identifier links the condition and the container with the configuration to be applied if the condition is fulfilled. 
Observation 1: Using separate containers for each CPC configuration is more flexible and follows the legacy conditional reconfiguration principles, where identifier links the condition and the container with the configuration to be applied if the condition is fulfilled.
Due to the reasons outlined above, we propose the following:
Proposal 1: RAN2 concludes that in case multiple PSCells are prepared in one CPAC procedure, a separate RRC container is used for each PSCell configuration.
2.2	On associating the execution condition with the RRC configuration
Another question raised by RAN3 in [1] concerns the association between the condition and the configuration, i.e. which entity shall be responsible for taking such step [1]:
	-	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.


In our opinion both alternatives may work and each has certain benefits. Alternative 2, for example, would prevent the situation where the UE is provided the execution conditions for cells without the RRC configuration.
Observation 2: Alternative 2 from R3-211338 allows to avoid the case where the UE is provided with execution conditions for cells which are not accepted by the target SN.
However, at RAN2#112 meeting, the following agreements were taken [2]:
	1. The MN generates CPC. The source SN sets the execution condition and communicates it to the MN. The MN generates the conditional reconfiguration message including the execution condition(s) provided by the source SN and RRCReconfiguration provided by the candidate PSCell(s).
2. 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).



The first agreement in the box above states the MN is responsible for generating the conditional reconfiguration message. If that means associating the execution condition with the configuration, then clearly RAN2 has already decided to choose Alternative 1.
Proposal 2: RAN2 is asked to discuss and confirm if Alternative 1 from R3-211338 is equivalent to ‘’…the MN generates the conditional reconfiguration message including the execution condition(s) provided by the source SN and RRCReconfiguration provided by the candidate PSCell…’’.
In addition, second agreement in the box above states that at least for MN-initiated CPC and CPA, the MN is not required to indicate the execution conditions to other nodes. The question in RAN3 LS was likely only considering the SN-initiated CPC, so the aforementioned agreement may not be binding here. Especially, as the text of the agreement is also not sharp enough (i.e. ‘’MN is not required’’ means in practice the MN can act either way). 
Observation 3: MN is allowed to send the execution condition(s) to other involved entities, regardless of the CPAC scenario.
Irrespective of what is concluded on P2, we suggest RAN2 decides to adopt the Alternative 1 approach.
Proposal 3: For CPAC the 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 target SN.

If the aforementioned aspects are concluded at RAN2#114, we would be happy to provide the response LS to RAN3.
3	Conclusion
This paper provided our view regarding the RAN3 LS, sent in R3-211338. The following observations and proposals have been made:
Observation 1: Using separate containers for each CPC configuration is more flexible and follows the legacy conditional reconfiguration principles, where identifier links the condition and the container with the configuration to be applied if the condition is fulfilled.
Proposal 1: RAN2 concludes that in case multiple PSCells are prepared in one CPAC procedure, a separate RRC container is used for each PSCell configuration.
Observation 2: Alternative 2 from R3-211338 allows to avoid the case where the UE is provided with execution conditions for cells which are not accepted by the target SN.
Proposal 2: RAN2 is asked to discuss and confirm if Alternative 1 from R3-211338 is equivalent to ‘’…the MN generates the conditional reconfiguration message including the execution condition(s) provided by the source SN and RRCReconfiguration provided by the candidate PSCell…’’.
Proposal 3: For CPAC the 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 target SN.
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