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1. [bookmark: OLE_LINK13][bookmark: OLE_LINK14]Introduction & Background
In RAN2#117-emeeting [1], RAN2 agreed to revisit whether the CHO candidate cell list and CHO configuration are included in the RLF report. 

14	Keep the CHO candidate cell list and the CHO configuration only in the RLF-Report (not in the SHR), as in the current running CR. This agreement can be revisited depending on RAN3 progress.
 
This paper intended to discuss the aforementioned agreement (i.e., whether there is a need for reporting the CHO candidate cell list and CHO configuration in the RLF report).
2. Discussion
2.1 On the need for reporting CHO candidate cellist and configuration in RLF report

In RAN3#115-emeeting [2,3], RAN3 agreed to “Include candidate cell list and CHO execution condition(s) as optional in the SN STATUS TRANSFER message and HANDOVER REPORT message”. 

Observation 1: RAN3 agreed to “Include candidate cell list and CHO execution condition(s) as optional in the SN STATUS TRANSFER message and HANDOVER REPORT message”.

Although the aforementioned network-based solution is agreed upon for the CHO failures when RLF happens at the target cell after the successful completion of the CHO, the aforementioned solution can be reused for other CHO failure cases. For example, when RLF happens at the source cell due to the late execution of the CHO, the source cell is aware that RLF happened at the source cell. Similar, when CHO fails, the target cell is aware that CHO has failed. Therefore, the network-based solution is sufficient for all CHO failure scenarios. 
Proposal 1: The network-based solution, “Include candidate cell list and CHO execution condition(s) as optional in the SN STATUS TRANSFER message and HANDOVER REPORT message” is adopted for all CHO failure scenarios. 
Proposal 2: CHO candidate cell and configuration are not reported in the RLF report and measurement report.
Proposal 3: There is no need to include an indicator in the measurement report to indicate if a neighboring cell is a candidate target cell. 
3. Conclusion 
Observation 1: RAN3 agreed to “Include candidate cell list and CHO execution condition(s) as optional in the SN STATUS TRANSFER message and HANDOVER REPORT message”.
Proposal 1: The network-based solution, “Include candidate cell list and CHO execution condition(s) as optional in the SN STATUS TRANSFER message and HANDOVER REPORT message” is adopted for all CHO failure scenarios. 
Proposal 2: CHO candidate cell and configuration are not reported in the RLF report and measurement report.
Proposal 3: There is no need to include an indicator in the measurement report to indicate if a neighboring cell is a candidate target cell. 
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