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1	Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk61469411]RAN2 was addressed in an LS from RAN3 on inter-donor migration [1]. This contribution discusses possible responses.
2	Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk61469229] The LS presents two implementation alternatives as follows.
The following two implementation alternatives, which involve two logical IAB-DUs at the boundary IAB node, are to be further discussed in the scope of Full Migration:
- Alt1: the two logical DUs use separate physical cell resources
- Alt2: the two logical DUs use the same physical cell resources
It is somewhat unclear what is meant by the “physical cell resources”. The immediate assumption is {time, frequency} resources – but then how in Alt2 the two DUs could use the same resources seems doubtful if not infeasible. So some clarification is needed.
Proposal 1:	In a response LS, ask RAN3 to clarify if, by “physical cell resources” used to define Alt1 and Alt2 they mean {time, frequency} resources or something else.
On Alt1 the LS says:
For Alt1, RAN3 understands that the UEs can be smoothly handed over from a cell of one logical DU to a cell of the other logical DU via the legacy handover procedure. During the handover procedure, both cells from each logical DU should be active, since some UEs are already handed over to the target cell, while other UEs have not started the handover yet. However, it may be argued that the use of separate resources is less efficient. 
The highlighted part seems accurate, because:
1) UE receives handover command from the source cell;
2) not all the handover commands of different UEs can be sent at the same time;
3) the handover-target cell must exist at the time a UE (not supporting CHO) receives the handover command.
However, for some reason the LS does not seem to assume the same with Alt2, where apparently at a given time instant, cell1 of DU1 ceases to exist:
For Alt2, the serving cell (e.g. cell1) of DU1 controlled by CU1 must broadcast NCGI related to CU1, while the serving cell (e.g. cell2) of DU2 controlled by CU2 must broadcast NCGI related to CU2. Since the air interface resources are shared between the 2 DUs/cells, only the signals from one cell (either cell1 using NCGI related to CU1, or cell2 using NCGI related to CU2) are active over the air interface at a time. It is therefore unclear about the impact to the UEs during the migration. For example, in case both cell1 and cell2 use same PCI, the UEs may observe the change of the NCGI during the migration. In case cell1 and cell2 use different PCI, it is further unclear how to perform the signal switch from cell1 using PCI/NCGI related to CU1 to cell2 using PCI/NCGI related to CU2, again, without major impact to the UEs that are handover from cell1 to cell2.

This seems to defy the requirement, stemming from the above reasons 1)-3), that throughout the migration both cells from each logical DU should be active. 
Proposal 2:	In a response LS, ask RAN3 to clarify why in Alt2, unlike in Alt1, both cells from each logical DU need not be active throughout the migration.
The LS concludes with some specific questions:
· Q1: Whether the current specification enables a RRC CONNECTED UE remains connected, while observing the change of NCGI, and no change to the PCI?
· Q2: is it possible to use same PCI for cell1 and cell2, and support the HO from cell1 to cell2 without new impact to the UE (e.g. a legacy UE)?
· Q3: when cell1 and cell2 use different PCI/NCGI, is it possible to use one set of shared resource, without new impact to the UE?

Of these, Q1 seems RAN2 domain while Q2-3 seem to be for RAN1 to answer. 38.300 states:
Within the frequency span of a carrier, multiple SSBs can be transmitted. The PCIs of SSBs transmitted in different frequency locations do not have to be unique, i.e. different SSBs in the frequency domain can have different PCIs. However, when an SSB is associated with an RMSI, the SSB corresponds to an individual cell, which has a unique NCGI (see clause 8.2).
Thus, the conditions in Q1 seem to be business as usual at an inter-frequency handover. However, it is not clear whether Q1 addresses this trivial case or something else.
Proposal 3:	In a response to Q1 of the LS, indicate that an RRC_Connected UE remains connected at an inter-frequency handover involving change of NCGI and no change of PCI.
3	Conclusion
We discussed possible responses to the RAN3 LS on inter-donor migration and concluded with the following.
Proposal 1:	In a response LS, ask RAN3 to clarify if, by “physical cell resources” used to define Alt1 and Alt2 they mean {time, frequency} resources or something else.
Proposal 2:	In a response LS, ask RAN3 to clarify why in Alt2, unlike in Alt1, both cells from each logical DU need not be active throughout the migration.
Proposal 3:	In a response to Q1 of the LS, indicate that an RRC_Connected UE remains connected at an inter-frequency handover involving change of NCGI and no change of PCI.
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