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1	Introduction
In this paper, we further discuss issues related to CPAC failure handling and coexistence of CHO and CPAC.
2	Discussion
2.1 CPAC failure handling
In the previous RAN2#113e meeting, RAN2 agreed the SCGFailureInformation procedure will be taken as the baseline for CPAC failure handling in Rel-17 and FFS further enhancements.
	RAN2#113e Agreements
SCGFailureInformation procedure can be taken as the baseline for CPAC failure ‎handling in Rel-17 ‎scenarios.‎ 
FFS on the exact content of the message. 
FFS if time allows on further ‎enhancements to CPAC failure handling‎



In the meanwhile, in our understanding, any enhancement to CPAC failure handling has some dependency on the SON topic. Besides, we noticed RAN3 has made agreed the following agreement under the work item of Data collection enhancement for SON/MNT.
	RAN3 Agreements on NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh work item
Postpone SON Enhancements for CPC with waiting for the progress of R17 CPC enhancements and SON enhancements for CHO. It is FFS whether SON enhancements for conditional PSCell change should be supported.



Therefore, for the time being, RAN2 can assume SCGFailureInformation procedure is reused for CPAC failure handling in Release 17, while any further enhancement dependent on the progress on the SON topic. 
[bookmark: _Toc71360571]Enhancements to CPAC failure handling has dependency on SON topic, and RAN3 agreed to postpone SON enhancements for CPC. 
[bookmark: _Toc71360574]For the time being, RAN2 is suggested to reuse the SCGFailureInformation procedure for CPAC failure handling in Rel-17. Any further enhancements depend on the progress on the SON topic. 

2.2 Coexistence of CHO and CPAC
First of all, in our view, CHO and CPAC serve for different purposes, it could be an unnecessary limitation to NW implementation if UE is not allowed to be configured with CHO and CPAC at the same time. 
Besides, in our understanding, the coexistence of CHO and CPAC may occur in two scenarios:
· Scenario 1: the serving MN configures the UE with both CHO and CPAC at the same time
· Scenario 2: the serving MN configures the UE with CHO and the candidate target MN configures the UE with CPAC
For scenario 1, it can be actually avoided by smart NW implementation, however, if it occurs, the controversy to support CHO and CPAC lies in the case when CHO and CPAC are both executed according to the execution condition and not completed yet. 
The simplest way to resolve this issue, i.e. UE executes CHO and CPAC at the same time due to CHO and CPAC configuration, is to stop the operation (e.g. measurement and evaluation) of one procedure that has not started yet when the other procedure gets start. On the other hand, we believe CHO should be treated with higher priority otherwise UE may face RLF on MCG during CPAC procedure. Considering above, we believe the following principles can be adopted:
· When CHO is triggered and UE is performing CPAC, UE stops on-going CPAC;
· When CHO is triggered and UE is not performing CPAC, UE stops evaluating CPC condition.
· When CPAC is triggered, UE continues evaluating CHO execution condition if UE is not performing CHO.
[bookmark: _Toc71360572]UE behavior under the case when UE executes CHO and CPAC at the same time could be controversial.
 
[bookmark: _Toc71360575]If UE is configured by the serving MN with CHO and CPAC at the same time,
a. [bookmark: _Toc71360576]When CHO is triggered and UE is performing CPC, UE stops on-going CPC;
b. [bookmark: _Toc71360577]When CHO is triggered and UE is not performing CPC, UE stops evaluating CPC condition.
c. [bookmark: _Toc71360578]When CPC is triggered, UE continues evaluating CHO execution condition if UE is not performing CHO. 

For scenario 2, during CHO preparation, if a candidate target MN provides UE with CPAC configuration, it means UE will comply the configured CPAC if the same target MN is selected. However, it’s worth further discussion, when exactly shall CPAC procedure start, and there could be two options:
· Option 1: UE starts CPAC evaluation when UE selects the relevant target MN according to CHO and starts handover procedure
· Option 2: UE starts CPAC evaluation when UE successfully handover to the relevant target MN
In option 1, it could happen that the handover to the target MN fails after the target MN being selected according to CHO which will cause ping-pong effect. Thus, comparing option 1 and option 2, we believe it’s safer to go with option 2. Besides, SN addition and change during handover does not seem an urgent matter anyway. 

[bookmark: _Toc71360579]If a candidate target MN provides CPAC configuration to UE during CHO procedure, the UE starts CPAC procedure after handover to the relevant target MN succeeds.
3	Conclusion
[bookmark: _Hlk54340589]Based on the discussion above, we observe:

Observation 1	Enhancements to CPAC failure handling has dependency on SON topic, and RAN3 agreed to postpone SON enhancements for CPC.
Observation 2	UE behavior under the case when UE executes CHO and CPAC at the same time could be controversial.

Based on the discussion above, we propose:

Proposal 1	For the time being, RAN2 is suggested to reuse the SCGFailureInformation procedure for CPAC failure handling in Rel-17. Any further enhancements depend on the progress on the SON topic.
Proposal 2	If UE is configured by the serving MN with CHO and CPAC at the same time,
a.	When CHO is triggered and UE is performing CPC, UE stops on-going CPC;
b.	When CHO is triggered and UE is not performing CPC, UE stops evaluating CPC condition.
c.	When CPC is triggered, UE continues evaluating CHO execution condition if UE is not performing CHO.
Proposal 3	If a candidate target MN provides CPAC configuration to UE during CHO procedure, the UE starts CPAC procedure after handover to the relevant target MN succeeds.


