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1. Overall description:
RAN2 has discussed SN initiated inter-SN CPC and has 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 transmitted in the RRC Reconfiguration message including the CPC configurations to the UE. RAN2 assumes the MN decides, based on network implementation, whether to skip the second part of Solution 2 procedure. RAN2 has two understandings on the second part:	Comment by ZTE: It seems unclear what does “the second part” mean? And no second part mentioned in the description of solution 2 above.
According to P3 in R2-2111324, there are two understanding on the second part:
MN not waiting for S-SN -> MN response or b) both messages (i.e. MN-> S-SN and S->MN) being left out.
We see some impact on RAN3 signalling design for the second part based on those two different understanding:
- For a), only S-SN -> MN response is skipped, i.e. MN -> S-SN on informing the accepted/rejected candidate PSCell(s) is always needed before sending CPC configuration to the UE. 
RAN3 signalling design may be class 2+ class 1 messages, e.g. MN -> S-SN: SN change confirm message; and S-SN -> MN: SN modification required message.

- For b),  both MN-> S-SN and S-SN ->MN are skipped before sending CPC configuration to the UE. 
RAN3 signalling design may be class 1 messages, e.g. MN -> S-SN: SN modification request message; and S-SN -> MN: SN modification request ACK message.

So we think it better to mention those two understanding in the LS and ask them to take them into account.	Comment by Ericsson: Agree, added.
a) MN not waiting for S-SN -> MN response or 
b) Both messages (i.e. MN-> S-SN and S->MN) being left out.
RAN2 thinks MN can skip the second part of procedure in Solution 2 at least when T-SN acknowledges all candidate PSCells. This needs not be captured in specifications.	Comment by Nokia: We do not think this is relevant for the LS.	Comment by Ericsson: OK
RAN2 has also agreed to define a new inter-node message, CG-CandidateList, to transfer to the MN the SCG radio configuration for one or more candidate target PSCells for Conditional PSCell Addition (CPA) or Conditional PSCell Change (CPC) as generated by the candidate target SgNB. The CG-CandidateList contains a list of accepted candidate target PSCell identity (frequency and PCI) and the corresponding CG-Config message containing the SCG radio configuration.
Furthermore, RAN2 has agreed to define in CG-Config, a list of proposed target PSCell candidates and associated execution conditions, which is sent from the S-SN to the MN. The MN then provides to the T-SN a list of proposed candidate PSCells, but without execution conditions (a different list structure is used).

2. Actions:
To 3GPP RAN3
ACTION: 
RAN2 respectfully asks RAN3 to take the above agreements into account, update relevant RAN3 specifications and provide feedback if any issues are found with respect to RAN2 decisions provided above.	Comment by Nokia: We understand some specification actions are expected from RAN3. Thus, proposed change.	Comment by ZTE: Agree with Nokia	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

