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Introduction 
In this paper we intend to confirm RAN2 understanding on the operation of conditional handover using L2/L1 mobility framework. 
RAN2 has been making progress in this direction, and in RAN2-119bis-e, the following agreements were made where the UE preserves the candidate LTM cells after a cell switch, which also lends to UE making cell switches since the config is also preserved.
	RAN2 assumes that sequential L1L2 cell change between Candidates without RRC reconfiguration can be supported. 
RAN2 assumes that candidate cell configuration can only be modified / released by Network (FFS later whether some optimization should be applied e.g. for release). 
For L1L2 mobility will support that candidate configurations are delta configurations on top of a reference configuration. FFS if the reference configuration is a separate reference configuration or e.g. the current configuration. 
For L1L2 mobility, Target Pcell/SCell can be current SCell/PCell, i.e., current SCell/PCell can be configured as candidates.




While the WID points to this direction, and several companies in [1] provided comments on the RRC framework to also include the signalling mechanism for CHO style of L2/L1 mobility, it appears that some company views are not fully inline with the CHO for L2/L1. So we think it is important to confirm (or not) on this operation early on in this WID.
On the usefulness of CHO for L2/L1
Mobility of the UE and the associated dynamics of this mobility (UE measurement of cells and handover to target cell based on NW config etc..) do not necessarily change between L2/L1 mobility and the traditional L3 mobility. In similar vein, conditional triggering of a handover to a target cell (from a pool of potential target cells configured by the NW) does not necessarily change if the handover is being done using L3 or L2/L1. The UE would see the potential target cell(s) no differently, the signal conditions at the UE from these potential target cells do not change in a L2/L1 based mobility scenario. 
In other words, all the benefits that are associated with L3 based CHO (mobility robustness -  reduction in handover failures) do not disappear with L2/L1 based, and also the overhead (atleast from configuration perspective) is also present from L2/L1 mobility. 
Observation 1: The mobility dynamics (signal conditions etc..) that the UE sees during L3 CHO are also present in L2/L1 mobility and so the benefits of L3 CHO are also applicable when using in L2/L1 mobility. 
In Rel-16, RAN2 has developed the framework for CHO to solve mobility issues and since the same problems needs addressing in L2/L1 based mobility, we think L2/L1 based CHO should be an essential feature of Rel-18 FeMob.
While the WID does have the wording in this direction, it is better to have a short discussion on this and agree to allow L2/L1 based CHO, early on in this WID, as this helps with other design aspects (esp in RRC config and in mobility latency chart discussions[2]).
Observation 2: WID wording Configuration and maintenance for multiple candidate cells to allow fast application of configurations for candidate cells [RAN2, RAN3] expects configuration of multiple candidates, and CHO – UE triggered selection of candidate target cells should be a natural extension, as part of mobility enhancements.
While many aspects of L3 CHO can be directly applicable to L2/L1 based on CHO, there are still some aspects (for eg., failure indication, target configuration incompatiability etc) that need to be “adapted” for L2/L1 based on CHO. We think we can discuss these in the coming meetings once the procedure is agreed to be included in Rel-18.
Proposal 1: CHO based L2/L1 mobility is supported in Rel-18 FeMob
Proposal 2: FFS on any adaptation to make L3 CHO work for L2/L1.

Conclusions
Observation 1: The mobility dynamics (signal conditions etc..) that the UE sees during L3 CHO are also present in L2/L1 mobility and so the benefits of L3 CHO are also applicable when using in L2/L1 mobility. 
Observation 2: WID wording Configuration and maintenance for multiple candidate cells to allow fast application of configurations for candidate cells [RAN2, RAN3] expects configuration of multiple candidates, and CHO – UE triggered selection of candidate target cells should be a natural extension, as part of mobility enhancements.
Proposal 1: CHO based L2/L1 mobility is supported in Rel-18 FeMob
Proposal 2: FFS on any adaptation to make L3 CHO work for L2/L1.
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