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1	Overall description
RAN2 discussed RAN1 and RAN4 feature lists associated with Rel-18 NR_Mob_enh2.  
RAN2 made the following agreement:	Comment by MediaTek (Li-Chuan Tseng): The problem is related to whether L3 measurement can be used to trigger LTM. We may copy RAN2 agreement here to show our position.	Comment by Ericsson (Tony): Not sure we need to mention this. The main target of this LS is whether the capability for L1 measurements needs to be decouple or not. Maybe this agreement will just confuse RAN1 and RAN4.	Comment by Intel (Sudeep): Thanks.  As I commented in my v02_Rapp (which unfortunately clashed with Tony’s v02), I am also hesitant to include this agreement as it can be confusing to those who were not in the room.  This is kind of a “non-agreement” - we don’t say whether L3 can be used or not - we leave it open and not fully specified.  Would appreciate feedback from other companies.  	Comment by Nokia: We can keep the agreement and add a single sentence to introduce the context, e.g. “RAN2 has discussed if the L1 measurements are mandatory for LTM or whether L3 measurements could suffice”
RAN2 makes no further assumptions whether L3 measurements can be used or not to trigger LTM.  
RAN2 would like to check the following with RAN1 and RAN4:
Question 1 (to RAN1): Are the following intra-frequency and inter-frequency L1 measurement and reporting features (45-1 and 45-1a) a pre-requisites to support intra-frequency and inter-frequency LTM, respectively?	Comment by MediaTek (Li-Chuan Tseng): We may also want to know RAN4 view, since the answer may affect related requirements.	Comment by Ericsson (Tony): We are fine with this, but the WG who decided these capabilities is RAN1 so they should be the one who also decide on how to reply on this. Maybe good to clarify such aspect in the LS.
	45-1	Comment by Nokia: We suggest to move this table from Q1 and place it directly after the first sentence of this LS, before any questions are listed.
	Intra-frequency L1 measurement and reports for L1-L2 Triggered Mobility (LTM) procedure

	45-1a
	Inter-frequency L1 measurement and reports for L1-L2 Triggered Mobility (LTM) procedure



Question 2 (to RAN1 and RAN4): The above features, 45-1 and 45-1a, from RAN1 and related RAN4 features (39-1, 39-2, 39-3-1, 39-3-2, 39-3-3, 39-3-4, 39-3-5, 39-3-6) are defined per BC for both intra and inter-frequency measurements.  RAN2 would like check with RAN1/4 what the BC is referring to here in the context of L1 intra and inter-frequency LTM measurements?	Comment by Nokia: Maybe more details here would be needed. “what BC is referring to here” is not a clear statement. Shall we say we are wondering why this is per B or BC, especially for intra-frequency case, Etc?
2	Actions
To RAN1 and RAN4: 
ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully asks RAN1 and RAN4 to provide feedback on the above Qquestion 1 and Qquestion 2.
To RAN4: 
ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully asks RAN4 to provide feedback on the above question 2.
3	Dates of next TSG RAN WG2 meetings
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #126	20 - 24 May 2024 	Fukuoka, Japan
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #127	19 - 23 Aug 2024 	Maastricht, Netherlands

