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Introduction
CB: # 15_ Indicator_CHO-CPC
- Take Nok’s solution as the starting point
- Work on the details
R3-226199 rev in R3-226870 - agreed
R3-226200 rev in R3-226871 - agreed
For the Chairman’s Notes
R3-226199 rev in R3-226870 - agreed
R3-226200 rev in R3-226871 - agreed

Discussion
Two sets of CRs were submitted to the meeting related to correcting coordination between the MN and the SN related to conditional configuration:

	R3-226199
	Additional indicator for CHO-CPC coordination (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	CR0935r, TS 38.423 v17.2.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



	R3-226200
	Additional indicator for CHO-CPC coordination (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	CR1722r, TS 36.423 v17.2.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



And

	R3-226680
	Discussions for what would be the right way to inform S-SN that MN-initiated inter-SN CPC has been successfully configured to the UE (Intel Corporation)
	discussion

	R3-226681
	Rel-17 correction for notification of "CPC has been successfully configured to the UE" toward S-SN in MN-initiated inter-SN CPC (Intel Corporation)
	draftCR

	R3-226682
	Rel-17 correction for notification of "CPC has been successfully configured to the UE" toward S-SN in MN-initiated inter-SN CPC (Intel Corporation)
	CR1727r, TS 36.423 v17.2.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

	R3-226683
	Rel-17 correction for notification of "CPC has been successfully configured to the UE" toward S-SN in MN-initiated inter-SN CPC (Intel Corporation)
	CR0955r, TS 38.423 v17.2.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



In the discussion, many companies expressed support for the 1st set (from Nokia). In the offline, it was noted that there is a mistake in the X2AP CR (“Xn” was used there). A corrected draft of a revision has been uploaded.

Question 1: Please, provide you comment to R3-226199 and the draft revision of R3-226200 (uploaded in the Inbox), if any. No comment means you’re fine with the CR.
	Company
	Comment

	ZTE
	No comment, please add ZTE as consigned company.

	Lenovo
	A bit dependent on Question 2, if the IE is used for both CHO and MN initiated CPC, the procedure text may be further clarified. Besides, the coordination can be due to SCG reconfiguration with or without sync as discussed in CB#13. 

For example, 
“If the XN-U ADDRESS INDICATION message includes the CHO MR-DC Indicator IE set to 'true', the S-NG-RAN node shall, if supported, consider that the XN-U ADDRESS INDICATION message concerns a Conditional Handover or a MN initiated Conditional PSCell Change, and act as specified in TS 37.340 [8]. If the CHO MR-DC Indicator IE is set to 'true-coordination-only', the S-NG-RAN node shall, if supported, consider the that the XN-U ADDRESS INDICATION message concerns coordination of a triggered Conditional Handover or a triggered MN initiated Conditional PSCell Change with possible SCG reconfiguration , and act as specified in TS 37.340 [8].”

	CATT
	One issue may need to be discussed, i.e., whether the SN need to distinguish it is CHO with SCG, or CHO with SN, or CHO from DC to non-DC. Because, in CHO with SN, or CHO from DC to non-DC case, since anyway there is no target SCG configuration, so when only CHO is configured, what happens of SCG has no impacts on MN. 
And, this may also affect the discussion in CB#13.



In the offline discussion, it was considered if the current stage-2 covers the case of MN-initiated CHO, or only MN-initiated CPC. 
Question 2: Please, provide you comment if anything else is missing in regard to the MN-SN coordination of conditional configuration.
	Company
	Comment

	ZTE
	This issue shall be discussed in CB: # 13_ SCG reconfiguration

	Lenovo
	First, we believe both MN initiated CHO and CPC shall be covered as also discussed in CB#13. 
Current 37.340 covers the MN initiated CPC case, but for CHO it’s not clear yet. RAN2 is going to agree a version of 37.340 covering CHO with SN, which so far (from our observation) does not cover MN notifies SN about prepared CHO. Maybe it can be fixed by RAN3 in the next meeting based on contribution. 

	CATT
	Agree with all others’ view, this should be discussed in CB#13.



Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
If needed

