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1	Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc474247438]At RAN3 #119, an LS from SA5 issued at SA5 Meeting #146 was received [1]. Here, we discuss briefly the problem and make a proposal on treatment within RAN3.
2	Discussion
In the LS [1], SA5 was asking for more precise definition of the MRO counters documenting an inter-RAT mobility failure, since the current stage-2 description of the mobility robustness optimisation (MRO) handling in TS38.300 allows only a distinction between intra-system and inter-system handover, where intra-system handover includes all cell changes without core network change (which are intra-frequency intra-RAT, inter-frequency intra-RAT and inter-RAT from gNB to ng-eNB belonging to same 5GC) and inter-system all remaining inter-RAT cell changes with core network change. 
Observation 1: The problem of ambiguity of inter-RAT mobility failures is given, since they can be both represented by intra-system and inter-system mobility failures.
Questioning the need of distinction between intra-system and inter-system with respect to radio measurement triggered cell change is also justified, since the anchor to the core network is of second order with respect to cell change trigger criteria being responsible for a successful cell change. Therefore, a distinction between intra-RAT and ineter-RAT seem sufficient for MRO purpose.
Observation 2: For MRO purpose a distinction between intra-RAT and inter-RAT seems sufficient.
Based on these insights, the LS from SA5 asks RAN3 the following:
SA5 respectfully asks RAN3 to take the above information and the annex […] into consideration and to provide feedback on the above solution..
The question and proposal raised by SA5 seem justified and RAN3 should re-think the stage-2 MRO case description and reasoning why the scope has been extended from RAT to system and proof whether this scope broadening is needed in terms of the MRO failure counter generation or on the other side introducing unwanted ambiguity. 
Proposal: RAN3 shall consider how to remove the ambiguity in stage-2 specification without modifying the MRO mechanism.
3	Conclusions
After analysis of the raised issue of ambiguity, we analysed the problem and make following observations:
Observation 1: The problem of ambiguity of inter-RAT mobility failures is given, since they can be both represented by intra-system and inter-system mobility failures.
Observation 2: For MRO purpose a distinction between intra-RAT and inter-RAT seems sufficient.
Based on this, we propose to consider how to remove the ambiguity in stage-2 specification without modifying the MRO mechanism.
An example how this can be addressed in stage-2 is proposed in a CR in [2]. A draft of a response LS to SA5 is proposed in [3].
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