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1	Introduction
In this paper, we further discuss issues related to SN initiated inter-SN CPC procedures.
2	Discussion
2.1 General
In the previous RAN2 email discussion [1], many controversial issues have been discussed and made the following agreements:
	RAN2#113bis Agreements:
Working assumption (to clarify agreements 1-3 above)
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




For SN initiated CPC, it is agreed that the target SN could be indicated with a list of suggested cells from the source SN. And in our view, such list of suggested cells can be indicated using the candidateCellInfoListSN IE similar as in legacy SN change. As for CPA and MN initiated CPC, the same IE can be reused. 
[bookmark: _Toc85785969]In the legacy, candidateCellInfoListSN IE is used to suggest cells for target SN to consider configuring. 
[bookmark: _Toc85785964]In CPAC, candidateCellInfoListSN IE is reused to suggest cells for target SN to consider configuring.

In RAN2#114e meeting, to avoid unnecessary signalling exchange, e.g., source SN provides additional execution condition to MN after knowing prepared candidate PSCells from target SN, RAN2 agreed for SN initiated inter-SN CPC the target SN chooses candidate target PSCell for CPC only from the list of cells and/or measurements provided by the source SN/MN. 
On the other hand, in RAN2#115e meeting, RAN2 made a working assumption to support solution 2 which allows additional execution condition exchange between MN and source SN after getting the list of prepared PSCells from target SN and before sending RRC message to UE. If RAN2 finally agrees on the working assumption, we are wondering if it’s still necessary to prohibit target SN from preparing a PSCell not suggested by the source SN?
	RAN2#114e Agreement:
3: Target SN chooses candidate target PSCell for CPC from the list of cells and/or measurements provided by the source SN/MN

RAN2#115e Agreement:
Working assumption: We go for solution 2. Should make sure multiple re-negotiation procedures (i.e. two nested procedures or anything that requires negotiation cannot be used) is not allowed. Inform RAN3 and take their feedback into account.



[bookmark: _Toc85785965]If RAN2 agrees on solution 2, RAN2 is suggested to revisit the previous agreement “Target SN chooses candidate target PSCell for CPC from the list of cells and/or measurements provided by the source SN/MN”.

2.3 No need for target SN to know the execution condition
	R2-2109215
RAN3 Question:
· About the SN initiated inter-SN CPC, RAN3 would like to ask RAN2 to feedback on the following two alternatives:
· 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.
RAN2 feedback:
RAN2 has concluded that the MN associates the execution condition configuration to an RRCReconfiguration message provided by the target SN. The MN does not need to comprehend the execution condition set by the source SN. FFS if T-SN is informed of the execution conditions.




In the last RAN2 meeting, it has been concluded that it is MN that associates the execution condition configuration to an RRCReconfiguration message provided by the target SN. However, it is still FFS if T-SN is informed of the execution conditions. 
In our understanding, the T-SN does not need to know the execution condition set by the source SN or MN. It is not clear how T-SN uses the execution condition, if provided, to better select candidate PSCells. Besides, if solution 2 is supported, source SN is not required to provide execution conditions to MN at the first place. 
The general principle applies to CPA and MN initiated CPC as well. 
[bookmark: _Toc85785966]In CPAC, target SN is not informed of the execution conditions set by MN or source SN. 

2.2 SCG activation/deactivation during CPAC
In release 17, CPAC and SCG activation/deactivation are discussed separately in parallel, it seems also reasonable scenario that the MN/SN may request candidate PSCell/SCG to stay activated or deactivated. RAN2 is kindly asked to confirm if SCG activation/deactivation during CPAC is considered in release 17.
[bookmark: _Toc85785967]RAN2 is kindly asked to confirm if SCG activation/deactivation during CPAC is considered in release 17.

If SCG activation/deactivation during CPAC is considered in release 17, in CPA and MN initiated CPC, it’s seems straight forward that the MN can set the SCG related to the candidate PSCell activated or deactivated. In case of SN initiated inter-SN CPC, it could be worth clarifying the activation/deactivation state of SCGs related to the candidate target PSCell is determined by the source SN or by MN. 
[bookmark: _Toc85785968]RAN2 is suggested to clarify that in SN initiated inter-SN CPC the activation/deactivation state of SCGs related to the candidate target PSCell is determined by the source SN or by MN.

3	Conclusion
[bookmark: _Hlk54340589]Based on the discussion above, we observe:

Observation 1	In the legacy, candidateCellInfoListSN IE is used to suggest cells for target SN to consider configuring.

Based on the discussion above, we propose:

Proposal 1	In CPAC, candidateCellInfoListSN IE is reused to suggest cells for target SN to consider configuring.
Proposal 2	If RAN2 agrees on solution 2, RAN2 is suggested to revisit the previous agreement “Target SN chooses candidate target PSCell for CPC from the list of cells and/or measurements provided by the source SN/MN”.
Proposal 3	In CPAC, target SN is not informed of the execution conditions set by MN or source SN.
Proposal 4	RAN2 is kindly asked to confirm if SCG activation/deactivation during CPAC is considered in release 17.
Proposal 5	RAN2 is suggested to clarify that in SN initiated inter-SN CPC the activation/deactivation state of SCGs related to the candidate target PSCell is determined by the source SN or by MN.
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