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1
Introduction

The following was captured in the Chairman notes:
	ZTE

HO cancel operation is per existing potential target node level but not per potential target cell level, i.e. handover cancel is used to release all CHO resources/processes with certain potential target node.

If the source or target node want to release some potential target cells but not all, handover cancel operation is not used, and CHO modification procedure is used instead.
If no pre-configured potential target cell being leftover, the potential target node should use the handover cancel procedure to release itself completely.

potential target node can also reuse existing XnAP: HANDOVER CANCEL message to release itself completely.

keep the XnAP: Handover Cancel for both directions as class 2 procedure.

 As another option, to discuss whether cell level CHO handover cancel is justified.
Nok 3500

Simplest way to modify is to allow src to send another CHO req to same tgt

CHO cancel per tgt cell

SS (support tgt-initiated CHO cancel)

CHO release procedure initiated by the candidate node should be supported to cancel the CHO configuration in the candidate node.

New cl2 procedure, e.g. Handover Cancel Required procedure, should be introduced to support the candidate note initiated CHO cancellation.

candidate node as well as the source node is allowed to update the preconfigured CHO configuration. And the new CHO Modification Request and the CHO Modification Required procedures should be introduced.
E/// (for cancel, support new cl2 proc; for mod, there could be race conditions)

Start the specification work for the CHO modification with the cancellation of 1 or more candidate cells cases

Introduce a new class-2 message, named Conditional Handover Cancel to enable cancelling CHO from the target node.
HO Cancel from tgt cell

Nok: prefer to choose one of the currently available: e.g. change HO SUCCESS -> HO STATUS

NEC: propose UE ctxt release req from tgt

HW: prefer to reuse current HO cancel procedure

ZTE: agree with HW,Nok; should discuss per-tgt cell vs. per-tgt node

Nok: per-UE is legacy functionality; enhance vs. new signaling?

E///: issues for MBB if we rename HO SUCCESS -> HO STATUS. Both UE AP IDs (src and tgt) as mandatory in cancel; cancel should be associated with a single UE-associated signaling connection

NTT: per-tgt cell cancellation seems beneficial; this should be able to be initiated from both src and tgt

NEC: partial cell cancellation should be allowed

E///: new cancel shall not be used in legacy

CHO Cancel procedure from the target node shall not be used in legacy HO
Both source and target nodes are allowed to initiate per-target cell CHO cancel; target node is only allowed to cancel a prepared CHO

CB: # 34_CHOcancel

-  capture agreement;

- CHO cancel should be associated with a single UE-associated signaling connection (we should not break current signaling principles)

- Whether to use an existing procedure or a new (e.g. cl2) one?

(E///)

Summary of offline disc R3-194642
4304 rev in R3-194643
4306 rev in R3-194644


This contribution summarizes the offline discussion.
2
Summary of offline discussion

It was agreed to define a new class-2 procedure to cancel an already prepared CHO from target to source.
Allowing source and target to cancel perform partial cancellation (i.e. a subset of the prepared cells) or complete cancellation (i.e. all the prepared cells) via the same message was discussed and is seen as beneficial. One straightforward solution would be to:

· Introduce an optional list of cell IDs in the HANDOVER CANCEL message and in the new CONDITIONAL HANDOVER CANCEL message
However, this shall not break the following principle:

CHO cancel should be associated with a single UE-associated signaling connection (we should not break current signaling principles)
It was agreed that the source and the target nodes shall be able to allocate UE AP IDs without any restriction (i.e. same UE AP IDs or different ones in case of multiple procedures for the same UE).
There is a common understanding that it may be beneficial for the target node to identify that multiple handover preparation procedures are linked to the same CHO. FFS how this is performed.
The case where a source node receives a CONDITIONAL HANDOVER CANCEL and UE executes the handover in the associated cell before the source node was able to reconfigure the UE was discussed. Solutions was discussed, such as allowing the target to wait a short amount of time before cancelling the resources. This issue will be discussed further next meeting.

3
Conclusion

RAN3 to agree stage-3 TPs reflecting the agreements.
