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1 Introduction
At last meeting, the CRs for handover requirements were endorsed [4, 5]. The CR, however, contains an Editor’s note as follows:
	TIU is the interruption uncertainty due to the random access procedure when sending PRACH to the new cell. TIU can be up to: (1 + L3) * TSSB,RO + 10 ms where TSSB,RO is the SSB to PRACH occasion association period, defined in the table 8.1-1 of TS 38.213 [3], and L3 is the number of PRACH occasions that are unavailable for PRACH transmission due to UL CCA failure. L3 = 0 for Type 2C UL channel access procedure as defined in TS 37.213.
Editor’s note: the interruption uncertainty might be revisited to add the requirements for consistent UL LBT failure detection / recovery, if the procedure also includes HO.


In this contribution we discuss and provide our view to resolve the Editor’s note. 
2 Discussions
RAN4 has received reply LS on UL LBT failure recover for the target cell in [6]. RAN2 has replied that the uplink LBT failure detection/recovery can be applied to the random access in the handover procedure for UEs which have this optional capability. RAN2 has also confirmed that no enhancements are planned in release 16 for UL LBT failure detection/recovery during handover. This means there can be two types of UEs, one which are capable of applying the UL LBT failure detection/recovery procedure for the HO and others which don’t have this capability. This can in turn be translated into two set of requirements. 
The agreement captured in [4, 5] contains following note which means the interruption time is limited by the T304 timer. UEs which are capable of UL LBT failure detection/recovery can terminate the handover process earlier than others which don’t have this capability. 
	NOTE 1:  The interruption time considering the potential extensions caused by L1, L1´,L2 and L3 is limited by the T304 timer. The UE behaviour at the T304 timer expiry is detailed in TS 38.331 [2].


Since RAN4 defines minimum requirements that are applicable to all UEs, our preference is to not introduce two sets of requirements for the same procedure. Our view is that use of T304 timer to limit the maximum handover delay is sufficient. Thus we propose to remove the Editors Note. 
· Proposal #1: Do not define any additional requirements due to UL LBT failure detection/recovery.
· Proposal #2: Editor’s note related to UL LBT failure detection/recovery is removed.
3 Summary
In this contribution we have discussed the open issues of the handover requirements based on the LS reply on UL LBT failure detection/recovery from RAN2. Based on the discussions, we have made following proposals:
· Proposal #1: Do not define any additional requirements due to UL LBT failure detection/recovery.

· Proposal #2: Editor’s note related to UL LBT failure detection/recovery is removed.
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