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1 Introduction

CB: # MRDC3-PSCell_Change_Addition

- Check whether WAs from last meeting can be confirmed as agreements?
- Signalling design for CPA
- Signalling design for CPC

- How to support multiple candidate PSCell preparation in CPAC?
- Whether the SN Change procedure shall be extended to allow providing more than one target SN for CPC?
- Whether the direct inter-SN communication for preparations of CPC offer enough gain to start working on it?

- Whether and how to support early data forwarding and late data forwarding?
- Capture agreements as stage2/stage3 CRs and check details, split work, if needed

- LS reply to RAN2?
- List open issues for next meeting in the summary
(HW - moderator)
Summary of offline disc R3-211010
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
Agreements:

WAs:

Open Issues:

3 Discussion
3.1 How to support multiple candidate PSCell preparation in CPAC?

In last RAN3 meeting, two options were listed as below:

· Option 1: prepare one PSCell in one CPAC procedure, use parallel CPAC procedures to prepare multiple PSCells

· Option 2: prepare multiple PSCells in one CPAC procedure
Before down selection of these two options, it is needed to first answer several questions related.
Take CPA as an example, the existing SN addition request ack only provide information related to one PSCell. In case of option1, the existing IEs can be reused for the one prepared PSCell. In case of option 2, it is needed to further analyses which information has to be provided in a per PSCell way.

	IE/Group Name
	Presence

	PDU Session Resources Admitted To Be Added List
	

	>PDU Session Resources Admitted To Be Added Item
	

	>>PDU Session ID
	M

	>>PDU Session Resource Setup Response Info – SN terminated
	O

	>>PDU Session Resource Setup Response Info – MN terminated
	O

	PDU Session Resources Not Admitted List
	O

	>PDU Session Resources Not Admitted List – SN terminated
	O

	>PDU Session Resources Not Admitted List – MN terminated
	O

	S-NG-RAN node to M-NG-RAN node Container
	M

	Admitted Split SRBs
	O

	RRC Config Indication
	O

	Criticality Diagnostics
	O

	Location Information at S-NODE
	O

	MR-DC Resource Coordination Information
	O

	Available fast MCG recovery via SRB3
	O


Question 1: For Option 2, in case of CPA, which information needs to be provided per PSCell in the SN addition request ack? i.e. need to add information list for that.
	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	At least Location Information at SN, MRDC Resource Coordination information has to be different, or not include them in CPAC. 

SN to MN Container is pending to RAN2, in case one RRC container only includes information for one PSCell, and it is needed to include a list of containers.

For other IEs, it is workable if set the limitation to use same setting for them for all the prepared PSCells, although it is sub-optimized from resource usage point of view, because of the different load, different interference, and different location for different PSCells.

	Nokia
	So far, it seems that neither location info nor the resource coordination is needed for a PSCell that is only conditionally prepared, not yet added. So single procedure seems all right.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


For option 2, another thing needs to be decided is how to include the RRC container, whether multiple PSCells related information will be included in one RRC container, or the XnAP messages have to carry a list of RRC containers for the prepared PSCells.
Question 2: for option 2, whether to carry a single RRC container to include information for multiple PScells in the X2/XnAP message, or to carry multiple RRC containers, i.e. one RRC container for one PSCell?
	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	This is partially up to RAN2. Nonetheless, having multiple containers is no problem (see our TP).

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.1.1 Decision on how many PSCells to be prepared?

It was agreed that Target SN to make the decision on the prepared PSCell or PSCells, but it is not clear which node makes decision on how many PSCells to prepare, should be the node initiates the CPAC procedure? Or should be the target SN? 

Considering of option 1 and option 2, the specification changes will be:

	
	Decision on how many PSCells to be prepared
	Specification impact

	Option 1
	Initiating node
	May need for the Target SN to indicate to the initiating node about the limit of cells to be prepared (see Question 5)

	
	Target SN
	Target SN needs to inform the Initiating node the number of suggested PSCells.

	Option 2
	Initiating node
	Initiating node needs to inform the Target SN the number of suggested PSCells.

	
	Target SN
	May need for the initiating node to indicate to the target SN about the limit of cells to be prepared (see Question 4)


Question 3: Which node makes decision on how many PSCells to be prepared? Initiating node or Target SN?

Please companies answer the question, and clarify the specification impact of your choice if you have different view with the table above.

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Initiating node

	Nokia
	The initiating node must be in control, if PSCells in multiple target SNs are prepared. The target node informs the initiating node about how many cells have been prepared (so that remaining may be offered to another target SN).

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


To limit the number of prepared PSCells, for option 2, in case your answer to the question above is Target SN, do you think it is needed for the initiating node to indicate to the target SN about the limit of cells to be prepared?

Question 4: For option 2, if it is the Target SN to decide the number of PSCells, is it needed for the initiating node to indicate to the target SN about the limit of cells to be prepared?

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Yes

	Nokia
	Yes

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


In case your answer to the question above is initiating node, for option 1, do you think it is needed for the Target SN to indicate to the initiating node about the limit of cells to be prepared?

Question 5: For option 1, if it is the initiating node to decide the number of PSCells, is it needed for the target SN to to indicate to the initiating node about the limit of cells to be prepared?

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Yes

	Nokia
	Well, yes, but not a “limit” but rather a kind of “request” (“for this UE, I could prepare up to X PSCells”).

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.1.2 Prepare multiple Target SNs in SN initiated inter-SN CPC

For option 1, as one PSCell is prepared in one CPAC procedure, in order to prepare multiple Target SNs in SN initiated inter-SN CPC, multiple procedures has to be triggered.

For option 2, prepare multiple PSCells in one CPAC procedure, in case of SN initiated inter-SN CPC, it is needed to decide whether it is allowed to prepare multiple PSCells in multiple target SNs by one SN Change procedure. 

Question 6: For Option 2, whether it is allowed to prepare multiple PSCells in multiple target SNs by one SN Change procedure? 

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	No, it is better to only prepare multiple PSCells within one Target SN. Source SN could trigger separate SN Change for different target SN. 

	Nokia
	Having a single SN Change procedure could be a good optimization, but either way is all right (FFS for the time being).

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


A potential combined solution for option 1 and option 2?
Besides the option 1 and option 2 mentioned above, in [30], the following proposals can be found:

For CPA:

· MN sends only one SN ADD REQ message to the SN.

· Upon receiving one SN ADD REQ message, the SN replies multiple SN ADD REQ ACK messages if admission results are different for candidate PSCells. 

· When replying multiple SN ADD REQ ACK messages, the SN uses the same SN X2/XnAP UE ID. That is, only one UE association is established between MN and SN. Different responses over multiple SN ADD REQ ACK messages are differentiated by a parallel identifier. 

· Such parallel identifier is also used to differentiate subsequent procedures, e.g. X2AP Data Forwarding Address Indication, XnAP Xn-U Address Indication, Early Status Transfer, under the same UE association.

· FFS whether it is better to separate SN ADD REQ ACK message for each and every candidate PSCell or not.

For SN-initiated intra-SN CPC with MN involvement:

· The SN sends multiple SN MOD REQD messages if different modification or release of resources between MN and SN are required for candidate PSCells. 

· When SN sends multiple SN MOD REQD messages, the same UE association (which has been operational) is kept. Different requests are differentiated by a parallel identifier. 

·  Such parallel identifier is also used to differentiate subsequent procedures, e.g. a nested MN-initiated SN modification procedure.

· For SN-initiated intra-SN CPC with MN involvement, FFS whether it is better to separate SN MOD REQD message for each and every candidate PSCell or not.

Question 7: Any view from the solution? Any comments? 

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	It is a good try, but it breaks the principle of Class 1 procedure, initiating node sends one request, and the peer node sends one reply... 

	Nokia
	Same as Huawei: in class-1, there is one request and one response only.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.2 Signalling design for CPA

3.2.1 How to support CPA replace
In last meeting, it was agreed to support CPA by SN addition procedure. And it was FFS on how to support CPAC replace. Considering that there are MN initiated SN modification and SN initiated SN modification procedures, both of them could be used to support CPA replace. 
Question 8: how to support CPA replace? Do you agree to reuse MN initiated SN modification and SN initiated SN modification procedures?
	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	 Agree, support CPA replace by reuse SN modification procedures.

	Nokia
	Probably agree, though we’d prefer to consider it once we have the basic signaling for the preparation.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.2.2 Handling of the conditional reconfiguration message

According to the RAN2 agreements below, for CPA, it is up to the MN to decide the execution condition of each candidate PSCell and MN is not required to indicate the execution condition to the other nodes. 

	6. For CPA and MN initiated Inter-SN CPC, the MN generates and transmits the conditional configuration message (i.e. RRCReconfiguration/RRCConnectionReconfiguration message) to the UE.  The RRCReconfiguration provided by the candidate PSCell(s) is encapsulated in the final conditional reconfiguration message to the UE. The MN is not allowed to alter the RRCReconfiguration provided by the candidate PSCell(s).

7. In MN initiated inter-SN CPC and CPA, the MN is not required to indicate the execution condition(s) to other involved entities (e.g. target SN, source SN).


The conditional reconfiguration message of each candidate PSCell should include the execution condition of one candidate PSCell and the RRC Reconfiguration message of this candidate PSCell. The MN needs to know the candidate PSCell ID when it receives the SN RRC reconfiguration message from the SN, therefore the target SN need to provide the prepared PSCell ID(s) to the MN.

Note that there was a working assumption in last meeting “target SN to provide the prepared PSCell id (or PSCell ids, if decided to be allowed) to the MN for CPA, MN initiated inter-SN CPC, and SN initiated inter-SN CPC”.
Question 9: Do you agree that in CPA,  MN does not send execution condition(s) to the Target SN, Target SN provides the prepared PSCell id(s) and the corresponding RRC container (RRCReconfiguration) to the MN, and then the MN generates and transmits the conditional configuration message to the UE?
	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	 Agree

	Nokia
	This is partially up to RAN2 (who decides the condition and when) and partially already agreed (that the target provides the list of prepared PSCells).

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.3 Signalling design for MN initiated inter-SN CPC

3.3.1 How to support MN initiated inter-SN CPC replace

In last meeting, it was agreed to reuse MN initiated SN Change procedure, i.e. CPA and SN release procedure to support MN initiated inter SN CPC. And it was FFS on how to support CPAC replace. Considering of the similarity of CPA and MN initiated inter-SN CPC, it seems also possible to reuse the MN initiated SN modification, SN initiated SN modification procedures together with SN release procedure to support MN initiated inter-SN CPC replace.
Question 10: how to support MN initiated inter-SN CPC replace? Do you agree to reuse MN initiated SN modification and SN initiated SN modification procedures, together with SN release procedure?

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Agree, support MN initiated inter-SN CPC replace by reuse SN modification procedures and SN release procedure.

	Nokia
	Probably agree, though we’d prefer to consider it once we have the basic signaling for the preparation.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.3.2 Handling of the conditional reconfiguration message

According to the RAN2 agreements below, for MN initiated inter-SN CPC, it is up to the MN to decide the execution condition of each candidate PSCell and MN is not required to indicate the execution condition to the other nodes. 

	6. For CPA and MN initiated Inter-SN CPC, the MN generates and transmits the conditional configuration message (i.e. RRCReconfiguration/RRCConnectionReconfiguration message) to the UE.  The RRCReconfiguration provided by the candidate PSCell(s) is encapsulated in the final conditional reconfiguration message to the UE. The MN is not allowed to alter the RRCReconfiguration provided by the candidate PSCell(s).

7. In MN initiated inter-SN CPC and CPA, the MN is not required to indicate the execution condition(s) to other involved entities (e.g. target SN, source SN).


The conditional reconfiguration message of each candidate PSCell should include the execution condition of one candidate PSCell and the RRC Reconfiguration message of this candidate PSCell. The MN needs to know the candidate PSCell ID when it receives the SN RRC reconfiguration message from the SN, therefore the target SN need to provide the prepared PSCell ID(s) to the MN.

Note that there was a working assumption in last meeting “target SN to provide the prepared PSCell id (or PSCell ids, if decided to be allowed) to the MN for CPA, MN initiated inter-SN CPC, and SN initiated inter-SN CPC”.

Question 11: Do you agree that in MN initiated inter-SN CPC, MN does not send execution condition(s) to the Target SN, Target SN provides the prepared PSCell id(s) and the corresponding RRC container (RRCReconfiguration) to the MN, and then the MN generates and transmits the conditional configuration message to the UE?
	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	 Agree

	Nokia
	This is partially up to RAN2 (who decides the condition and when) and partially already agreed (that the target provides the list of prepared PSCells).

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.4 Signalling design for SN initiated inter-SN CPC

3.4.1 How to support SN initiated inter-SN CPC replace

It was agreed to use SN initiated SN Change procedure to support SN initiated inter SN CPC. And how to support CPAC replace is FFS. Considering of the DC procedures, it seems straight forward to reuse the SN Change procedure and SN modification procedure to support SN initiated inter-SN CPC replace.

Question 12: how to support SN initiated inter-SN CPC replace? Do you agree to reuse SN Change procedure, together with MN initiated SN modification and SN initiated SN modification procedures, to support SN initiated inter-SN CPC replace?

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Agree, support SN initiated inter-SN CPC by reuse SN Change procedure and SN modification procedure.

	Nokia
	Probably agree, though we’d prefer to consider it once we have the basic signaling for the preparation.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.4.2 Whether the direct inter-SN communication for preparations of CPC offer enough gain to start working on it?

It was FFS if conditional SN change can be prepared directly between the involved SNs (depends on availability of SRB3).

The motivation of the direct communication between S-SN and T-SN is to avoid the MN for message interaction between SNs in the SN initiated inter-SN CPC. 

In the last RAN2 meeting, RAN2 has agreed that the source SN needs to send the CPC information to the MN in this case. 

	8.
For SN initiated inter-SN CPC, the MN generates CPC. The source SN sets the execution condition and communicates it to the MN. The MN generates the conditional reconfiguration message including the execution condition(s) provided by the source SN and RRCReconfiguration provided by the candidate PSCell(s).


Therefore it seems there is no need to support the direct communication between S-SN and T-SN.
	Question 13: whether to support direct communication between S-SN and T-SN for SN initiated inter-SN CPC？
Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	No need, MN is anyway involved based on RAN2 agreement.

	Nokia
	We like the idea, but the gain may be too little. So neutral.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.4.3 Handling of the conditional reconfiguration message

According to the RAN2 agreements below, for SN initiated inter-SN CPC, the source SN sets the execution condition and communicates it to the MN. 

	8. For SN initiated inter-SN CPC, the MN generates CPC. The source SN sets the execution condition and communicates it to the MN. The MN generates the conditional reconfiguration message including the execution condition(s) provided by the source SN and RRCReconfiguration provided by the candidate PSCell(s).


In RAN2 agreement, it is the MN to generate the conditional reconfiguration message, the conditional reconfiguration message of each candidate PSCell should include the execution condition of one candidate PSCell and the RRC Reconfiguration message of this candidate PSCell. There are two alternatives for the MN to generate such message:

Alternative 1: MN performs the association between the execution condition received from the source SN and the RRC configuration of the candidate PSCell received from the candidate SN. 

Alternative 2: MN forwards the execution condition received from the source SN to the candidate SN. The candidate SN sends the execution condition and the RRC configuration of the candidate PSCell to the MN.

Note that there was a working assumption in last meeting “target SN to provide the prepared PSCell id (or PSCell ids, if decided to be allowed) to the MN for CPA, MN initiated inter-SN CPC, and SN initiated inter-SN CPC. In alternative 1 above, the target SN needs to provide the prepared PSCell id(s) to the MN, it is not needed in alternative 2.
Question 14: which alternative do you prefer for the MN handling?
	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Prefer alt 2.
In SN initiated inter-SN CPC, the MN does not need to know the association of the candidate PSCell and SN RRC configuration, and the MN does not need to store the execution condition received from the SN. Alternative 1 unnecessarily increases the complexity and handling load of the MN.

	Nokia
	Isn’t it RAN2’s topic? 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.5 Support of Early Data forwarding
In R16 CHO, the early data forwarding is supported in order to reduce the latency of data forwarding. When the UE access the candidate cell, the network can send the early forwarded data to the UE. The source node forwards the PDCP SDU with SNs assigned by the source gNB to the candidate node. The source gNB sends the EARLY STATUS TRANSFER message to maintain HFN continuity by indicating PDCP SN and HFN of the first PDCP SDU that the source gNB forwards to the target gNB. The subsequent messages may be sent for discarding of already forwarded downlink PDCP SDUs in the target gNB.

In R15&R16, there are MN/SN terminated MCG/SCG/Split bearers in MR-DC. For MR-DC, user data forwarding may be performed between nodes whenever the logical node hosting the PDCP entity changes. The behavior of the node from which data is forwarded is the same as specified for the "source node" for handover, the behavior of the node to which data is forwarded is the same as specified for the "target node" for handover. 

There was an working assumption to support Early Data Forwarding in CPAC, considering that early data forwarding can help to provide data to UE earlier and then improve the UE experience, do you agree to turn it to agreement to support Early Data Forwarding in CPAC?

WA: Support Early Data Forwarding in CPAC.

Question 15: Do you agree to Support Early Data Forwarding in CPAC?

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Support

	Nokia
	In case of CPC, early data forwarding may be done very much “on time”, i.e. when the UE finds the cell to access (see our paper). This should be supported.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.5.1 Early data forwarding in MN initiated inter-SN CPC

In the MN initiated CPC, the CPC is trigged by the MN, the source SN needs to know the CPC triggering in order to send the early status transfer to the target SN. 

There was a working assumption as below:

WA: in case of MN initiated inter-SN CPC, to support early data forwarding, the MN needs to inform source SN about CPC triggered (i.e. the successful reconfiguration of CPC at UE), details FFS.

Question 16: Do you agree to turn this working assumption into agreement? i.e. in case of MN initiated inter-SN CPC, to support early data forwarding, the MN needs to inform source SN about CPC triggered (i.e. the successful reconfiguration of CPC at UE)

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Agree

	Nokia
	In case of CPC, early data forwarding may be done very much “on time”, i.e. when the UE finds the cell to access. This should be supported.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Question 17: If your answer to the question above is yes, which message should be used for the MN to inform source SN about CPC triggered?

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Reuse the SN Reconfiguration Complete procedure to inform source SN about CPC triggered. 

The MN can inform the source SN after the UE has received the CPC configuration (e.g. the UE sends the MN RRC reconfiguration complete message after receiving the CPC configuration).

	Nokia
	Prefer FFS for the time being.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.5.2 Early data forwarding in SN initiated inter-SN CPC
For option 2, prepare multiple PSCells in one CPAC procedure, in case of SN initiated inter-SN CPC, if it is decided to prepare multiple PSCells in multiple target SNs by one SN Change procedure in the discussion of section 3.1, to support early data forwarding, multiple data forwarding addresses should be added in the SN Change Confirm message.

Question 18: in case it is allow to prepare multiple PSCells in multiple target SNs by one SN Change procedure, do you agree to add multiple data forwarding address in the SN Change Confirm message, to support early data forwarding in case of SN initiated inter-SN CPC?

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Agree

	Nokia
	This may not be needed – forwarding would start only when the UE finds the target cell (“on time” forwarding).

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.6 Support of Late Data forwarding

As discussed in last meeting, in order to enable timely late data forwarding, the source SN must know when the UE arrives to the target SN. This can either be done based on the information from the target SN (as in case of CHO), or based on information that the UE could send to the MN, which would then forward it to the source SN (e.g. in the Release Request).

There was a working assumption achieved in last meeting, it is needed to further check if it is agreeable to turn it to agreement.

WA: in case of both MN and SN initiated inter-SN CPC, to support late data forwarding, it is needed to inform the source SN about the successful CPC execution and UE accesses to the target SN, details FFS. RAN3 waits for RAN2 progress before discussing further details.
Question 19: do you agree that in case of both MN and SN initiated inter-SN CPC, to support late data forwarding, it is needed to inform the source SN about the successful CPC execution and UE accesses to the target SN?
	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Yes

	Nokia
	If “on time” forwarding is supported, late forwarding will not be needed.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Question 20: If your answer to the question above is yes, how to inform the source SN about the successful CPC execution and UE accesses to the target SN

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Wait for RAN2 progress.

	Nokia
	Prefer FFS for the time being.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.7 Other Issues

If there are other issues needs to be discussed, please add in below:

3.7.1 Issue x [if needed]

Description…

	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


4 Second Round discussion

// to be updated after First Round discussion

4.1 LS reply to RAN2?

RAN2 question in the received LS “Rel-17 CPAC is expected to support the preparation and configuration of multiple PSCell candidate cells. RAN3 is therefore asked to check whether the legacy XnAP/ X2AP signalling is sufficient or whether it shall be extended in Rel-17.” 

4.2 IEs to be included in the messages
e.g. CPAC indicator.
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6 Agreements, working assumptions, open issues

RAN3#110

In the RAN3#110 meeting, RAN3 has discussed the CPAC and has the following agreements and open issues.

RAN3 discuss CPAC in (NG) EN-DC and NR-DC.

Start to Focus on CPA, MN initiated inter-SN CPC, and SN initiated inter-SN CPC, if time allows, other cases can be discussed pending to RAN2 progress
Start CPAC discussion based on the conventional DC procedures:

CPA: SN addition procedure for CPA

MN initiated inter SN CPC: MN initiated SN Change procedure, i.e. CPA + SN release

SN initiated inter SN CPC: SN initiated SN Change procedure

FFS on direct inter-SN communication
Target SN to make the decision on the prepared PSCell or PSCells (if decided to be allowed).

WA: target SN to provide the prepared PSCell id (or PSCell ids, if decided to be allowed) to the MN for CPA, MN initiated inter-SN CPC, and SN initiated inter-SN CPC
WA: Support Early Data Forwarding in CPAC.

WA: in case of MN initiated inter-SN CPC, to support early data forwarding, the MN needs to inform source SN about CPC triggered (i.e. the successful reconfiguration of CPC at UE), details FFS.

Support Late Data Forwarding in CPAC. 

WA: in case of both MN and SN initiated inter-SN CPC, to support late data forwarding, it is needed to inform the source SN about the successful CPC execution and UE accesses to the target SN, details FFS. RAN3 waits for RAN2 progress before discussing further details.

Open issues:

FFS on how to support CPAC replace, (SN modification procedures or SN Addition or others).

FFS on how to support multiple candidate PSCell preparation in CPAC:

Option 1: prepare one PSCell in one CPAC procedure, use parallel CPAC procedures to prepare multiple PSCells.

Need to introduce an indicator to distinguish the triggering of different PSCell preparation for the same UE”.

Option 2: prepare multiple PSCells in one CPAC procedure

FFS if multiple SN can be prepared in one SN initiated CPC procedure (SN Change Required).

FFS on how to handle the received CPC execution condition by the MN in case of SN initiated inter-SN CPC, pending to RAN2 progress.

It is pending to RAN2 on if it is needed for the Target SN to send CPAC success to the MN, and if it is needed, FFS on reusing HO Success or introduce a new class2 procedure.

FFS on F1AP and E1AP impacts.

FFS if conditional SN change can be prepared directly between the involved SNs (depends on availability of SRB3).
