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1 Introduction
[bookmark: OLE_LINK10]In the last RAN3 meeting RAN3#121-bis[1], the agreement on SPR was achieved:
SPR:
For SN initiated PSCell change or CPC, source SN should provide the T310/T312 SPR triggers to MN.
The objective of T304 SPR trigger is to optimize RACH access issues in target SN.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK59]And the following issues were captured for MN initiated PSCell change and the objective of T304 SPR trigger, and need to be continued in next meeting: 
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?
In this contribution, we would further discuss on the open issues of MN-initiated PScell change /CPC and provide some proposals on these issues for SPR.
2 Discussion
For MN-initiated classic PScell change /CPC, the following agreement was achieved in the RAN3#121:
In case of MN initiated PSCell change, MN will have the final say on the T310/T312 SPR thresholds.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK20][bookmark: OLE_LINK26][bookmark: OLE_LINK6]This means that the MN node which initiates the procedure should decide the T310/T312 SPR triggers and perform root cause analysis for the related parameters and configuration optimization.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK25][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]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?
[bookmark: OLE_LINK22][bookmark: OLE_LINK21][bookmark: OLE_LINK23][bookmark: OLE_LINK27]We can’t see the benefit for MN to get the preferred T310/T312 SPR thresholds from source SN for the decision of the T310/T312 SPR triggers. On one hand, there is no enough information about the MN-initiated classic PScell change /CPC for the source SN before it provide the preferred T310/T312 SPR thresholds. On the other hand, there is also no information to MN about the reason or consideration of the preferred T310/T312 SPR thresholds provided by the source SN. So we think for the decision of the T310/T312 SPR triggers or the root cause analysis, there is no reference value for the preferred T310/T312 SPR thresholds from the source SN.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK3]Proposal 1: For MN-initiated classic PScell change /CPC, it is not necessary for the source SN to propose its preferred T310/T312 SPR thresholds to MN.
From our point of view, the MN node could decide the T310/T312 triggers threshold by itself without source SN inputs and it is also helpful for source SN to optimize T310/T312 timer values if needed. And there is no Xn impact for coordination between the MN and the source SN.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK24][bookmark: OLE_LINK16]Proposal 2: The MN node could decide the T310/T312 triggers by itself.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK4]But we think that the T310/T312 timer values are needed for MN to perform root cause analysis. Based on the T310/T312 SPR thresholds and the T310/T312 timer values, MN can identify the problem node (e.g. MN or source SN). If MN is the problem node, it is responsible to optimize PSCell change configuration and associated mobility thresholds. And if source SN is the problem node, it is responsible to optimize T310/T312 timer values.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK8]Observation 1: Based on the T310/T312 SPR thresholds and the T310/T312 timer values, MN can identify the problem node (e.g. MN or source SN), which need to optimize the related parameters and configuration.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK12][bookmark: OLE_LINK7]Proposal 3: The T310/T312 timer values are needed for MN as assistance information to perform root cause analysis.
If source SN provides the T310/T312 timer values to MN, there are some details need to be further discussed. For example, 
· [bookmark: OLE_LINK11]If the T310/T312 timer values are sent to MN before SPR generation, this means that MN has to keep the T310/T312 timer values for every UE which is configured SPR function for a long time. It will introduce extra burden and storage requirement to MN and possibly there is no SPR generation at all for some UEs.
· [bookmark: OLE_LINK19]If the T310/T312 timer values are sent to MN after SPR generation, the potential signaling procedure impacts should be considered, e.g. new signaling from MN to request the T310/T312 timer values and signaling from source SN to respond. 
Observation 2: If source SN provides the T310/T312 timer values to MN, there are some details need to be further discussed. For example,
· If the T310/T312 timer values are sent to MN before SPR generation, this means that MN has to keep the T310/T312 timer values for every UE which is configured SPR function for a long time. It will introduce extra burden and storage requirement to MN and possibly there is no SPR generation at all for some UEs.
· [bookmark: OLE_LINK18][bookmark: OLE_LINK9][bookmark: OLE_LINK13]If the T310/T312 timer values are sent to MN after SPR generation, the potential signaling procedure impacts should be considered, e.g. new signaling from MN to request the T310/T312 timer values and signaling from source SN to respond. 
3 Conclusion
In this paper, we discuss on the open issues of MN-initiated PScell change /CPC, we have the following observations and proposals:
Proposal 1: For MN-initiated classic PScell change /CPC, it is not necessary for the source SN to propose its preferred T310/T312 SPR thresholds to MN.
Proposal 2: The MN node could decide the T310/T312 triggers by itself.
Observation 1: Based on the T310/T312 SPR thresholds and the T310/T312 timer values, MN can identify the problem node (e.g. MN or source SN), which need to optimize the related parameters and configuration.
Proposal 3: The T310/T312 timer values are needed for MN as assistance information to perform root cause analysis.
Observation 2: If source SN provides the T310/T312 timer values to MN, there are some details need to be further discussed. For example,
· If the T310/T312 timer values are sent to MN before SPR generation, this means that MN has to keep the T310/T312 timer values for every UE which is configured SPR function for a long time. It will introduce extra burden and storage requirement to MN and possibly there is no SPR generation at all for some UEs.
· If the T310/T312 timer values are sent to MN after SPR generation, the potential signaling procedure impacts should be considered, e.g. new signaling from MN to request the T310/T312 timer values and signaling from source SN to respond. 
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