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Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk30626778]Discussions on Conditional Handover (CHO) are ongoing in RAN2 and RAN3. In this contribution we discuss the remaining stage-3 issues and provide our proposals.
Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk509769073]Maximum number of candidates
Support for CHO is being discussed in RAN2 and RAN3. It is our understanding that in RAN2 there is no plan to limit the number of cells that are prepared for CHO. The only limit is the number of candidate cells per RRC message. But there can be an unlimited number of RRC messages. From a RAN3 point of view, the limit has to appear at least in stage-3 (FFS in list of cell IDs in Cancel messages). As no reasonable implementation will prepare 1000s of cells for CHO, it is proposed to solve this FFS but limiting the number of cells to 16.
Proposal 1: Limit the maximum number of cells in stage-3 (e.g. list of cell IDs in Cancel messages) to 16

Clarification on UE-associated logical connection
Usage of UE AP IDs for parallel Handover Procedures and the definition of a UE-associated logical connection has been discussed in previous meetings and sometimes lead to some confusion. A common understanding in RAN3 is needed before closing the WI. As an example, let’s imagine a source node preparing 3 candidate cells in the same target node. The possible usage of UE AP IDs at source and target level are described in the figures below.
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Figure 1: Same - Different
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Figure 2: Same - Same
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Figure 3: Different - Same
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Figure 4: Different - Different
The case represented in Figure 1 (same source UE AP ID but target answers to each request with a different target UE AP ID) represents 3 separated UE-associated logical connection and is now ALLOWED with parallel transactions.
The case represented in Figure 2 (same source UE AP ID and target answers to each request with the same target UE AP ID) represents 1 unique UE-associated logical connection and is therefore NOT ALLOWED.
The case represented in Figure 3 (different source UE AP IDs but target answers to each request with the same target UE AP ID) represents 3 different UE-associated logical connections but is NOT ALLOWED. If the source node allocates new UE AP IDs (i.e. unique), the target shall respond with new UE AP IDs, according to the UE-associated logical connection definition in TS 36/38.410. This was clarified online during RAN3#106.
The case represented in Figure 4 (different source UE AP IDs and target answers to each request with a different target UE AP ID) represents 3 separated UE-associated logical connection and is now ALLOWED with parallel transactions.
Observation 1: Only cases represented by Figures 1 and 4 are allowed
Proposal 2: RAN3 to confirm the understanding summarized in the above observation
Conclusion
[bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery]In this contribution the remaining stage-3 issues for CHO was discussed and the following observation and proposals were made:
Proposal 1: Limit the maximum number of cells in stage-3 (e.g. list of cell IDs in Cancel messages) to 16
Observation 1: Only cases represented by Figures 1 and 4 are allowed
Proposal 2: RAN3 to confirm the understanding summarized in the above observation

It is therefore proposed to agree the associated X2AP and XnAP TPs
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