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1
Introduction
In RAN3#104, discussion was initiated. During the discussion, several open questions/discussion points were identified. Among those, following two would be important for operators as it affects applicability of this feature and user experience. 
1: Should we allow to prepare CHO toward the same target but with different target cells?

2: Whether to support loss-less HO for RLC UM
Thus, this contribution discusses these aspects and proposes which way to go.
2
Discussion
2.1 Should we allow to prepare CHO toward the same target but with different target cells?
Even in LTE age, it would be common that eNB supports multiple cells. For NR, considering centralization by e.g. F1, it would be obvious that there are cases that one gNB supports multiple cells.
Observation 1: One eNB/gNB would support multiple cells.

Then, if adjacent or overlayed cells are operated by one RAN node, it would be clear that CHO needs to be set these  cells;  when one UE is near to the edge of them, both cells have possibility to be the target cell of HO.

Observation 2: If adjacent or overlayed cells are operated by one RAN node, CHO needs to be configured the same target but different target cells.
Following figure illustrates the case.
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Figure 1 The case where CHO needs to be configured multiple cells (i.e. Cell A and Cell B) in one RAN node

Thus, following proposal is obtained.
Proposal 1: RAN3 to allow to configure CHO to multiple target cells in the same target RAN node
2.2 Whether to support loss-less HO for RLC UM
It was proposed in [1] and SoD is available in [2]. As described them, 

[2]: “URLLC is a key service of 5G. In order to achieve low latency, URLLC services typically use RLC UM on the radio interface as they cannot tolerate the RLC AM related retransmission latencies. As they also have a high reliability requirement, these services are sensitive to packet losses both on the air interface and backend during mobility.

Observation 2. Low latency and high reliability services should use RLC UM for the associated DRBs due to small PDB not allowing the RLC AM retransmission latencies.”

Adding on that, relying on application layer retransmission, it would cause further delays. Thus, considering URLLC service, it would be beneficial to support loss-less HO even for RLC UM.
Observation 3: Considering URLLC service, loss-less HO for RLC UM would be beneficial to be supported (i.e.  delay caused by application layer retransmission would be too much).
Thus, following proposal is obtained.

Proposal 2: RAN3 to support loss-less HO for RLC UM.
3
Conclusion
Thus, this contribution discusses two aspects (i.e. 1: Should we allow to prepare CHO toward the same target but with different target cells?, 2: Whether to support loss-less HO for RLC UM) and proposes which way to go.
Following observations and proposals are obtained.
Observation 1: One eNB/gNB would support multiple cells.

Observation 2: If adjacent or overlayed cells are operated by one RAN node, CHO needs to be configured the same target but different target cells.
Proposal 1: RAN3 to allow to configure CHO to multiple target cells in the same target RAN node
Observation 3: Considering URLLC service, loss-less HO for RLC UM would be beneficial to be supported (i.e.  delay caused by application layer retransmission would be too much).
Proposal 2: RAN3 to support loss-less HO for RLC UM.
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