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1	Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc474247438]At RAN3 #121-bis, SON for NR-U was discussed. This paper summarises the results of the offline part of the discussion.
2	For the notes
WA: RAN3 agrees to enable reporting of number of DL LBT failures from the target node to the source node in case of failed HO attempt (assuming the UE can be identified). Details are FFS.
Open points related to correct identification of non-MRO events (possibly for consideration in Rel.19):
FFS if reporting of the number of UL LBT failures in case of non-HOF RLF can be addressed in Rel.18 or postponed to Rel.19.
FFS whether in case of DL LBT problems at the last serving node that led to the TEH / HWC, the last serving node skips informing the source node or informs it with additional information. (Possibly postponed to Rel.19.)
Open point related to load reporting (possibly for consideration in Rel.19):
FFS on whether to add a load metrics on the number of UL consistent LBT failures in the Resource Status Update. (Possibly postponed to Rel.19.)

3	Summary of the discussion
As the conclusion of the discussion, following can be recorded in the meeting notes:
Following LBT-related issues shall be eliminated from the MRO analysis:
1) HOF due to UL consistent LBT failure;
2) HOF due to DL consistent LBT failure;
3) RLF (TLH / TEH / HWC) due to UL LBT delay;
4) RLF (TLH / TEH / HWC) due to DL LBT delay;
Point (1) is addressed with the “consistent LBT failure” flag in the RLF Report.
Point (2) may be addressed with a report from the target node to the source node, but the target must be able to identify the UE.
[bookmark: _Hlk147998306]WA: RAN3 agrees to enable reporting of number of DL LBT failures from the target node to the source node in case of failed HO attempt (assuming the UE can be identified). Details are FFS.
Point (3) may be addressed with the number of transmission attempts being reported in RLF report also in case of RLF (i.e. when the cause is not HOF).
FFS if reporting of the number of UL LBT failures in case of non-HOF RLF can be addressed in Rel.18 or postponed to Rel.19.
Point (4) may be addressed by implementation: when the last serving node receives the RLF information it can identify the UE context and find out retrieve DL LBT situation. Based on this, the lat serving node may decide if it triggers MRO optimisation (TLH) or if it informs the source node (TEH / HWC).
FFS whether in case of DL LBT problems at the last serving node that led to the TEH / HWC, the last serving node skips informing the source node or informs it with additional information. (Possibly postponed to Rel.19.)

In addition, RAN3 discussed enhancements for MLB and concluded:
FFS on whether to add a load metrics on the number of UL consistent LBT failures in the Resource Status Update. (Possibly postponed to Rel.19.)

