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Introduction
In the RAN3#107bis-e, the discussion concerning the coordination of CHO and CPC (Conditional PSCell Change) has not come to agreement, RAN3 decided to discuss it again in this meeting. 
Discussion
RAN2 decided to support intra-SN CPC without MN impact, sent an LS to RAN3 as below. 
Support of CHO and CPC-intra-SN configuration simultaneously is not considered in Rel-16. Leave it up to the network solution to ensure there is no simultaneous CHO and CPC configuration. 
Up to RAN3 if/how to ensure no simultaneous CHO+CPC (e.g. OAM, etc.).
Simultaneous CHO and CPC can be prevented by signalling between the MN and the SN or OAM configuration. Options for this is discussed in the last meeting as below. 

Option 1. MN-SN signalling
The basic principal of signalling based solution is that the MN informs the SN of availability of CPC. The MN can ask for the configuration of the SN or decide the policy without any information of the SN. Similarly, the SN can request for CPC execution to the SN. 

1-1. The MN controls CHO/CPC execution. 
Before CHO, the MN may query the SN for the SN configuration. The MN takes an action regarding to the SN configuration, e.g. the MN requests SN to cancel the action or wait for the action to be finished. To support this action, there should exist existing IEs or newly defined IE to transfer the status of the SN. 
When the MN decides the policy without the information of the SN, single binary bit can be used for the indication to allow CPC. In which message to put the additional bit should be decided. For example, CPC is assumed to be prevented by default, when it is allowed the MN will transfer the bit in the modification message. 

1-2. The SN asks for CPC execution. 
The procedure is almost same with the option 1-1. Even it is still the MN which decides CPC will be performed or not, it is possible for the SN to ask the MN if CPC is allowed. Additional procedure or IE may be defined for this option. 

Option 2. Up to network implementation: OAM based solution. 
This option assumes the OAM configures all MNs and all SNs concerning CHO and CPC. If OAM allows for CHO, SNs are not allowed to initiate CPC. Similarly, if all MNs are not allowed to perform CHO, SN may initiate CPC when needed. This is technically correct. It has no impact on RAN3 with this option. 

Both signalling solutions, option 1-1 and 1-2, have issues that will be dealt in Release 17, when RAN2 probably allows simultaneous CHO and CPC. We can wait for full RAN2 solution in Release 17 to allow CPC+CHO before considering signalling based solution. 
Therefore, OAM solution is enough for Release 16. 
Proposal: We support the option 3, OAM based solution for Release 16. 
Conclusion
Proposal: We support the option 3, OAM based solution for Release 16. 
