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1. Introduction
During last RAN4 #106 meeting, the discussion about general aspects and scenarios had some progresses but there are some remaining issues. They are copied from approved WF [1] as follows.
· Definition of inter-frequency cell switch
· Whether to specify requirements for downlink/uplink synchronisation before cell switch
This contribution proposes the views of remaining issues.
2. Discussion
2.1. Definition of inter-frequency cell switch
During last meeting, various opinions were proposed as follows. 
===
< Wayforward >: FFS the following options
· Option 1 (Apple, CTC, CATT, MTK, DOCOMO, OPPO, vivo, Huawei, Nokia, Ericsson): Inter-frequency cell switch is defined where the SSB of Pcell and/or PScell and the candidate target cell are on different frequency layers.
· Option 2 (CATT, DOCOMO, CMCC, vivo): Inter-frequency cell switch is defined where the SSBs of active serving cell(s) and the corresponding candidate target cell(s) are on different frequency layers
· Option 3 (CMCC): no need to have the definition of inter-frequency cell switch if cell switch delay requirements are agnostic for intra-frequency and inter-frequency, same as existing HO delay requirements.
· Option 4 (Ericsson): Follow legacy procedure and do not define any explicit definition in the spec
===
Several companies proposed that the explicit definition of inter-frequency cell switch is not needed because there are no separate requirements for legacy HO. However, referring the current specification of L1-RSRP measurements for a cell with different PCI from serving cell, the applicability is limited for the SSB from the cell with different PCI completely contained in the active BWP or associated with initial downlink BWP of the UE. Therefore if SSB of target cell is not included in active BWP or not associated with initial downlink BWP, there are no requirements so far and then the delay requirement has to be separately defined. Thus, at least if SSB of target cell is not included in active BWP or not associated with initial downlink BWP, it should be treated as inter-frequency cell switch.
Observation 1: The current specification of L1-RSRP measurements for a cell with different PCI from serving cell only considers the SSB from the cell with different PCI completely contained in the active BWP or associated with initial downlink BWP of the UE.
Proposal 1: At least if SSB of target cell is not included in active BWP or not associated with initial downlink BWP, it should be treated as inter-frequency cell switch.

3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we proposed our views on L1/L2 based inter-cell mobility requirements.
Observation 1: The current specification of L1-RSRP measurements for a cell with different PCI from serving cell only considers the SSB from the cell with different PCI completely contained in the active BWP or associated with initial downlink BWP of the UE.
Proposal 1: At least if SSB of target cell is not included in active BWP or not associated with initial downlink BWP, it should be treated as inter-frequency cell switch.
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