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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 on SN initiated CPC
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#116e meeting, RAN2 confirmed the 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.

RAN2#116e Agreement:
4: RAN2 confirms the working assumption taken at RAN2#115 and adopts Solution 2 for SN-initiated CPC. Indicate this to LS in RAN3 and ask them to work on it (included in offline [222] from Ericsson). If they find a problem, we can revisit the decision.




[bookmark: _Toc92729459]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”.


	RAN2#116e Agreement:

2: Specify the target PSCell identity (frequency and PCI) from target SN to MN (accepted) outside the corresponding CG-Config in the new inter-node message. FFS if we use the same message for all cases where target PSCell identity is uindicated (e.g. from source SN to MN for candidate PSCell)
4: Define a separate list of proposed PSCell candidates in CG-Config, including execution conditions (FFS on whether decision on solution 1 or 2 impacts this).



In the last RAN2 meeting, it is also agreed to specify the target PSCell identity (frequency and PCI) from target SN to MN (accepted) outside the corresponding CG-Config in the new inter-node message. In our understanding, this is to reduce the complex for the MN to open every CG-Config to understand the target PSCell ID. The same design does not really apply to the source SN to MN case, wherein one CG-Config will be sent from the source SN to MN containing the proposed PSCell candidates. 
[bookmark: _Toc92729460]RAN2 confirms that for the new inter-node message with PSCell ID outside the corresponding CG-Config is only used from the target SN to MN. 

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: _Toc92729461]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: _Toc92729462]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
Based on the discussion above, we propose:

Proposal 1	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 2	RAN2 confirms that for the new inter-node message with PSCell ID outside the corresponding CG-Config is only used from the target SN to MN.
Proposal 3	RAN2 is kindly asked to confirm if SCG activation/deactivation during CPAC is considered in release 17.
Proposal 4	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.


