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1. Overall Description:
RAN2 has discussed support of conditional PSCell addition(CPA) and conditional PSCell Change (CPC) under Rel-17 WI. The following agreements 
have been made. 

1. For CPA and MN initiated Inter-SN CPC, the MN generates and transmits the conditional configuration message (i.e. RRCReconfiguration/RRCConnectionReconfiguration message) to the UE.  The RRCReconfiguration provided by the candidate PSCell(s) is encapsulated in the final conditional reconfiguration message to the UE. The MN is not allowed to alter the RRCReconfiguration provided by the candidate PSCell(s).
2. In MN initiated inter-SN CPC and CPA, the MN is not required to indicate the execution condition(s) to other involved entities (e.g. target SN, source SN).
3. For SN initiated inter-SN CPC, the MN generates CPC. The source SN sets the execution condition and communicates it to the MN. The MN generates the conditional reconfiguration message including the execution condition(s) provided by the source SN and RRCReconfiguration provided by the candidate PSCell(s).

Furthermore, some companies have highlighted
 that RAN3 inter-node messages (i.e. XnAP fields) do not support addition/ modification of multiple candidate PSCells.

2. Actions:

To RAN3
ACTION: 
RAN2 respectfully asks RAN3 to take the above information into account in future work. RAN3 is kindly asked to provide feedback on RAN2’s doubt regarding multiple PSCell candidates in XnAP.

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN2 Meetings:

3GPP RAN2#113-e

25 January – 5 February 2021

Electronic Meeting

3GPP RAN2#113-bis-e 

12 April – 20 April 2021


Electronic Meeting

�We wonder why just these selected agreements have been quoted? Wasn’t the intention to provide RAN3 all the agreements taken on the topic? Or perhaps all that could be relevant for RAN3, in order to avoid sending (sometimes useless) copy/pasted text?


�This needs to be removed. We do not indicate such details which are not important for RAN3. 


�We suggest to say: ‘’Rel-17 CPAC is expected to support the preparation and configuration of multiple PSCell candidate cells. RAN3 is therefore asked to check whether the legacy XnAP signalling is sufficient or whether it shall be extended in Rel-17”.


�If we modify the text above, then the action should be changed accordingly.






