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Introduction
During RAN3#114bis-e meeting, solution 1 for delivery of RRCReconfiguration over the source path in intra-donor migration is agreed and stage 2/3 TPs were agreed in [1][2]. In this contribution, we discuss the remaining issues on solution 1 for delivery of RRCReconfiguration over the source path.   
Discussion
In RAN3#114bis-e meeting, the following agreements were reached on solution 1 for delivery of RRCReconfiguration over the source path in intra-donor migration scenario: 
	The condition for the descendant node to send the buffered RRC message to its child node is: Upon a descendant IAB-MT receiving the RRC reconfiguration for its own intra-donor migration (e.g., including the new IP address(es) without PCI change).

WA: Upon migration/HO failure case, the buffered RRC message is still transferred to child node.

Agree to confirm solution 1: An IAB-DU buffers an RRC message for a child IAB-MT based on an indication in the F1AP message carrying this RRC message.

When a second RRC Reconfiguration arrives for the child-node before the buffered RRC Reconfiguration message has been released to the child node, the parent node sends both RRC messages in sequence immediately.

CHO combined with solution#1 is not addressed by RAN3 unless requested by RAN2. 

RAN3 believes the CHO combined with solution#1 is not feasible.

FFS whether to send an LS to RAN2


During RAN3#114bis-e meeting, the issue of how to handle the withheld RRC Reconfiguration message upon migration failure was discussed. And it was a WA that upon migration/HO failure case, the buffered RRC message is still transferred to child node. However, assume that the withheld RRCReconfiguration is released to child MT upon migration failure, incorrect reconfiguration would be implemented by the child MT. Moreover, the child node which receives the RRCreconfiguration for its own intra-donor migration would release the withheld RRC messages to descendant nodes consequently. In this situation, descendant nodes would initiate IKE and SCTP handshake using the new TNL address and default BAP routing ID received in the RRCReconfiguration message. And these uplink packets would be discarded at the migrating node due to the migration failure. In order to resolve this issue, the migration failure needs to be informed to the descendant nodes so that descendant nodes won’t implement corresponding RRCreconfiguarion. In our view, the migration failure could be sent from the migrating node to descendant node via BAP control PDU, which is in RAN2’s scope. Currently, RAN3’s working assumption on Solution 1 for latency reduction of intra-donor topology adaptation is to be discussed in the upcoming RAN2 meeting. So we suggest to wait for RAN2 progress on the issue of how to handle the withheld RRC Reconfiguration message upon migration failure. 
Observation: Assume that the withheld RRCReconfiguration is released to child MT upon migration failure, incorrect reconfiguration would be implemented by the descendant MTs.
Proposal 1: The migration failure needs to be informed from the migrating node to the descendant nodes, e.g. via BAP control PDU.
Proposal 2: Wait for RAN2 progress on the issue of how to handle the withheld RRC Reconfiguration message upon migration failure. 
Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed the remaining issues on solution 1 for delivery of RRCReconfiguration over the source path. And we have the following observations and proposals:

Observation: Assume that the withheld RRCReconfiguration is released to child MT upon migration failure, incorrect reconfiguration would be implemented by the descendant MTs.
Proposal 1: The migration failure needs to be informed from the migrating node to the descendant nodes, e.g. via BAP control PDU.
Proposal 2: Wait for RAN2 progress on the issue of how to handle the withheld RRC Reconfiguration message upon migration failure. 
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