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1. Overall description:
RAN2 has discussed SN initiated inter-SN CPC and have agreed on Solution 2, where the MN may inform the S-SN about the accepted/rejected candidate PSCell(s), and get a response from the S-SN including modifications of the UE configuration (e.g. measurement configuration) to be, before transmitted ing the RRC Reconfiguration message including the CPC configurations to the UE. RAN2 asks RAN3 to take the agreement into account and inform RAN2 if the solution is not feasible.	Comment by Huawei, HiSilicon: May need after Friday session.	Comment by Nokia: This kind of statement is anyway usually captured in the ACTION. Thus, can be deleted here. 	Comment by Ericsson: OK.
[bookmark: _GoBack]RAN2 has also agreed to define a new inter-node message, CG-CandidateList, tofor transferring of to the MN the SCG radio configuration for one or more candidate target PSCcells for Conditional PSCell Addition (CPA) or Conditional PSCell Change (CPC) as generated by the candidate target SgNB, sent from T-SN to MN. The CG-CandidateList contains a list of CG-Config for each acceptedcandidate PSCell and the  candidate target PSCell identity (frequency and PCI) and  outside the corresponding CG-Config message containing the SCG radio configuration.	Comment by Nokia: Is that name agreed? Or part of running RRC CR?	Comment by Ericsson: No, not really. It is the name that was in the CR in the e-mail discussion before the meeting and nobody commented on it, but we never formally agreed on it. RAN3 needs a name to be able to add it in their specification. We are fine to remove it if companies object (not clear if you objected or not?).	Comment by Huawei, HiSilicon: The sentence was convoluted, tried to make it more readable.	Comment by Huawei, HiSilicon: "accepted" is used above
Furthermore, RAN2 has agreed to define in CG-Config define a separate  list of proposed target PSCell candidates in CG-Configand associated, including execution conditions, which is sent from the S-SN to the MN. The MN then provides to the T-SN the list of proposed candidate PSCells but without execution conditions (a different list structure is used).A list of proposed PSCell candidates is sent from MN to T-SN in the same way as from S-SN to MN. The execution conditions are not sent to T-SN and therefore a separate list is defined for proposed PSCell candidates from MN to T-SN.	Comment by Huawei, HiSilicon: Wasn't clear separate from what. The distinction is made in the next sentence.	Comment by Nokia: This part is a bit confusing. In one sentence it is said this is sent in the same way, then in the second sentence, that a separate list is defined.  	Comment by Qualcomm: Agree with Nokia. 	Comment by Ericsson: It was a direct copy of the RAN2 agreement, now reworded a bit.

2. Actions:
To 3GPP RAN3
ACTION: 
RAN2 respectfully asks RAN3 to take the above agreements into account and provide feedback if any issues are found with respect to RAN2 decisions provided above..	Comment by Nokia: Not sure why just Solution 2 should be evaluated for potential issues? Thus, we prefer to state more generally – RAN3 may provide feedback if any issues are found. 	Comment by Ericsson: OK.
3. Date of next TSG RAN WG2 meetings:
RAN2#116-bis                         17th January - 25th January 2022		Online
RAN2#117	21st February - 3rd March 2022		Online

