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[bookmark: _Ref7619946]Introduction
In the RAN2#114e, the following Working assumptions have been agreed. In this contribution, we provide our input on possible agreements related to the update of measurement configuration or execution condition of S-SN.

1.	Upon SN initiated CPC configuration, S-SN indicates the CPC candidates to MN and for each an execution condition
2.	S-SN can provide also measurements to MN/T-SN and this may include cells that are not CPC candidates
3.	T-SN can either accept or reject the CPC candidates suggested by S-SN (as in 1) i.e. it cannot come up with any alternative candidates
4.	S-SN is informed about which candidates were accepted/ rejected by T-SN
5.	S-SN can subsequently update the (measurement) configuration. FFS for execution conditions.
6.	S-SN can perform this update after the CPC configuration. FFS whether to support updating during the CPC configuration (i.e. solution 2). FFS whether nested procedure is suppported
Discussion
Update of the candidate cell accepted/rejected by target SN
This issue had been discussed in RAN2#114e, but company opinions are split and no consensus was reached. The main discussion point is after the T-SN provided the accept/reject candidate cell as well as its conditional configuration to the MN, whether the MN updates the accept/reject candidate cell list to the S-SN before sending the RRC reconfiguration to the UE. This process is shown in step 4, 5 in Figure 1. 


Figure 1 Procedure of Solution 2
In our opinion, Step 4 and 5 are not needed.
First of all, it has already been agreed in the last meeting that T-SN can only accept/reject the candidate provided by the S-SN, but is not allowed to come up with other candidates not in the list. This means S-SN already knows the candidate list and provides the associated configuration to the MN via step 1 ( SgNB CHANGE REQUIRED). As long as there is no new candidate cell, or the S-SN decides to change its configuration, there is no hurry for the S-SN to update its measurement/execution configuration. 
Observation 1: There is no need to update for the S-SN to update its measurement/execution configuration as there is no new candidate cell from the T-SN.
Second, the update of the accept/reject candidate cell to the S-SN before the UE RRC reconfiguration will delay the MN to transfer the RRC reconfiguration to the UE. This might delay the CPC execution, and the benefit of CPC on reducing the number of failure occurrences while the user is moving might be reduced. 
Observation 2: Update the candidate cell list to S-SN will delay the CPC execution, and reduce the benefit of CPC
Proposal 1: There is no need to update the accept/reject T-SN candidate list to the S-SN before the UE RRC reconfiguration.
Third, regarding how to obtain the final candidate list, as it is S-SN initiated CPC, it seems the S-SN should have the full control of all the candidate cells. However, it is the MN who sends the final configuration to the UE. We think MN can have the capability to remove the unrelated measurement/execution configuration and send them to the UE. If there is some case that the S-SN wants to update the candidate, e.g, reconfigure DRB, all of the MN and S-SN related configuration has to be configured again, it is considered as a new CPC process. 
Observation 3: MN can have the capability to remove the unrelated measurement/execution configuration for the S-SN.
Proposal 2: MN can remove measurement/execution configuration of the rejected candidate cell and RAN2 design interface associate with the updated measurement/execution configuration.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 3: MN can update the accepted candidate cell information after receiving RRCreconfigurationcomplete from UE.
Conclusion
We introduce the following proposals.
Observation 1: There is no need to update for the S-SN to update its measurement/execution configuration as there is no new candidate cell from the T-SN.
Observation 2: Update the candidate cell list to S-SN will delay the CPC execution, and reduce the benefit of CPC
Proposal 1: There is no need to update the accept/reject T-SN candidate list to the S-SN before the UE RRC reconfiguration.
Observation 3: MN can have the capability to remove the unrelated measurement/execution configuration for the S-SN.
Proposal 2: MN can remove measurement/execution configuration of the rejected candidate cell and RAN2 design interface associate with the updated measurement/execution configuration
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