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1. Introduction
At the last RAN4#98-bis e-meeting, the delay requirement design of HO with PSCell was discussed[1]. Regarding ending point of the delay requirement, the below options were considered.
· Issue 2-2-3: ending point of the delay requirement for HO with PSCell
· FFS:
· Option 1 (Xiaomi, Intel, ZTE, Nokia):
· When the UE shall be capable to transmit PRACH preamble towards target PSCell within Thandover_with_PSCell from the end of the last TTI containing the RRC command implying handover with PSCell. Where Thandover_with_PSCell is the delay requirement of HO with PSCell.

· Option 2 (CATT, CMCC, OPPO, QC, Ericsson, MTK, NEC): 
· the later timing between “timing when UE shall be capable to transmit PRACH preamble towards target PCell” and “the timing when UE shall be capable to transmit PRACH preamble towards target PSCell” 

· Option 2a (Ericsson):
· the later timing between “timing when UE shall be capable to transmit PRACH preamble towards target Pcell” and “the timing when UE shall be capable to transmit PRACH preamble towards target PSCell” 
· In case RAN4 defines scenarios where PRACH preamble transmission towards PSCell is not needed, ending point for those scenarios is PRACH preamble transmission towards Pcell.

· Option 3 (Apple, OPPO):
· if sequential processing is used, the timing when UE shall be capable to transmit PRACH preamble towards target PSCell 
· if the parallel processing is used, the later timing between “timing when UE shall be capable to transmit PRACH preamble towards target Pcell” and “the timing when UE shall be capable to transmit PRACH preamble towards target PSCell” 

· Option 4 (HW, vivo, ZTE, CMCC, Ericsson, QC, NEC, MTK):
· Define delay requirements for HO and PSCell addition/change separately with the ending points defined as Pcell PRACH and PSCell PRACH respectively. No need to define overall delay requirement.


In this contribution, we show our views on the above issue.

2. Discussion
As we argued in our contribution of the last meeting[2], we think that RA procedure to PSCell must be completed after synchronization to PCell in order to establish EN-DC. In other words, the timing of transmitting PRACH preamble towards target PSCell must be later than that towards target PCell. Thus, we think that ending point of the delay requirement should be defined as the timing when the UE shall be capable to transmit PRACH preamble towards target PSCell. Among the above options, option 1 seems to be the closest to our opinion, so our preference is option 1.
Proposal 1: Ending point of the delay requirement should be defined as the timing when the UE shall be capable to transmit PRACH preamble towards target PSCell(i.e., option1).

3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we showed our views on ending point of the delay requirement of HO with PSCell. Observations and proposals are described below. 
Proposal 1: Ending point of the delay requirement should be defined as the timing when the UE shall be capable to transmit PRACH preamble towards target PSCell(i.e., option1).
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