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Introduction
This is the offline summary for the following comeback:
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]CB: # SONMDT1_SHRSPR
- Discuss the open issues above
- Capture agreements and provide reply LS to RAN2 
(moderator - SS)
Summary of offline disc R3-235727
For the Chairman’s Notes
TP to be agreed:
R3-235848 rev of R3-235210, agreed

LS to RAN2 in R3-235868, agreed

Proposal for agreement:
Target SN should provide the T304 SPR trigger to MN. For SN initiated PSCell change or CPC, source SN should provide the T310/T312 SPR triggers to MN. 
Send LS to RAN2 to check whether inter-node RRC signaling (e.g., CG-Config) can be enhanced to support this.

There is no need to report any additional information from UE in Rel-18 in order to support UE context retrieval for SHR and SPR

The objective of T304 SPR trigger is to optimize RACH access issues in target SN. 

If objective of T304 SPR trigger is also to optimize the mobility configuration in the initiating node, is there any conflicting optimization?
The SN can propose its preferred T310/T312 SPR thresholds to MN?
T310/T312 timer values can be provided as assistance information from SN to MN?
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SHR
Mobility Information retrieval:
· “Configuration Information” based approach
· Source C-RNTI + Time from HO Command to SHR retrieval
· If the UE receives the Configuration information, the UE report Configuration information. If the UE does not received the Configuration information, the UE report Source C-RNTI?

Are we targeting inter-RAN SHR? Or also consider intra-RAT SHR? 
There is no Mobility information retrieval for intra-RAT SHR in rel-17.

Who is objecting the Configuration information?
HW, E///, LV
Who is objecting the second option?
Nokia, Samsung, ZTE, QC

Postpone Mobility Information retrieval to REL-19?
Or LS RAN2 on both solutions (i.e. the third option) since we have spent a lot time for discussion?

LS to RAN2

No agreement

SPR
There are the following open issues:
The SN can propose its preferred T310/T312 SPR thresholds to MN?
T310/T312 timer values can be provided as assistance information from SN to MN?
Coordination between MN and SN in order to avoid two configurations in UE?
The objective of T304 SPR trigger is to optimize RACH access issues in target SN and not to optimize the mobility configuration in the initiating node?
For SN-initiated classic PScell change and CPC, whether send LS to inform RAN2 about including T310 Threshold, T312 Threshold and T304 Threshold in CG-Config message?

The assistance information from the S-SN to the MN:
· [bookmark: OLE_LINK37]The SN can propose its preferred T310/T312 SPR thresholds to MN
· HW: the SN may want to control some reporting
· T310/T312 timer values can be provided as assistance information from SN to MN
· QC: timer is more useful. Timer will be used to choose the threshold.
· Both thresholds and timer values are provided from the SN to the MN

Who does not support “T310/T312 timer values can be provided as assistance information from SN to MN”
E///, HW, LV

Who support “T310/T312 timer values can be provided as assistance information from SN to MN”
Nokia, ZTE, CATT, Samsung

Can we agree to leave it out of Rel-18?
Nokia, ZTE, CATT, Samsung


How to provide the assistance information from the S-SN to the MN:
· Option 1: MN requests via SN ADDITION/MODIFICATION REQUEST and SN shall     provide the T310/T312 timer values in response via SN ADDITION/MODIFICATION REQUEST ACKNOWLEDGE
· Option 2: SN autonomously provides via SN MODIFICATION REQUIRED



The objective of T304 SPR trigger:
The objective of T304 SPR trigger is to optimize RACH access issues in target SN and not to optimize the mobility configuration in the initiating node?

Previous agreement: 
Third node -> MN -> the node which generate the threshold which configure the threshold. 

Agree the stage 2 change e.g. the receiving node may forward the SPR to the initiating node?
Don’t want: LV, ZTE, Samsung, Nokia
Support: HW, E///, CATT

The agreement:
The objective of T304 SPR trigger is to optimize RACH access issues in target SN and not to optimize the mobility configuration in the initiating node.


SN-initiated classic PScell change and CPC:
At RAN3#118, RAN3 has agreed that “For SN-initiated classic PScell change the source SN node decides the T310/T312 triggers (e.g timer threshold) and the target SN node decides the T304 triggers (e.g timer threshold).”.
So the MN needs to get T310/T312 triggers from the source SN and the T304 triggers from the target SN in order to configure them to the UE in RRC Reconfiguration message.


The question is how the MN get them. 
· Explicit XnAP IE?
· In RRC container?
Considering CG-Config message is included in SN Change Required message and SN Addition Request Acknowledge message, the better approach is to include them in CG-Config message ?

WA until Friday:
include T310/T312 triggers/T304 triggers in CG-Config message

If no technical issue found until, LS to RAN2 is needed.

Stage 2 and Stage 3 TPs ?
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