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1	Introduction
An open question for conditional handover is still, how the source cell can reconfigure the UE after one or multiple CHO target candidates have been prepared. This has been also partially discussed in [106#42][NR/LTE/mob enh] CHO configuration e-mail discussion.
2	Problem description
Let us a assume that a source cell has prepared 2 different target candidates for CHO for the same UE, and has already reconfigured the UE (i.e. the UE has already received the HO Commands from both candidates). Typically, the HO Commands contain the delta configuration with respect to the RRC configuration in the source cell when the HO REQ was sent. Full configuration may also be included; however this is a costly option and thereby is typically not used. 
Observation 1: Full configuration is an expensive option.
Now let us assume that the source cell has to reconfigure the UE, i.e. it has to send an RRC reconfiguration. If delta configuration was used, this may change the reference of the delta configuration, and this can lead to major problems during random access.
Observation 2: RRC reconfiguration may change the reference of the delta configuration, and this can lead to major problems during random access.
Even when full configuration is used, there are RRC reconfigurations that can lead to discontinuities, for instance if the changes made are either significant (e.g. bearer type) or even not supported by the target candidate.
Observation 3: Even when using full configuration, RRC reconfigurations may lead to discontinuities after the handover.
3	Solutions
In the following subparagraphs we will list a number of possible solutions for different cases:
1. As discussed above, using full configuration would solve some of the problems. However, we believe that this is not a viable option in general.
2. There have been proposals that the UE would be provided with delta configuration, but immediately compiles and stores full configuration. This would achieve the same benefit as full configuration, but generates less signalling. However, some additional effort on the UE side is induced.
3. In order to allow the target to identify when the RRC configuration has changed,
a. Target may provide a tag in the (C)HO Command
b. The UE changes the tag if it receives an RRC reconfiguration
c. The UE provides the tag during RACH
4. There might be RRC reconfigurations which are not critical, and which don’t create inconsistencies. These RRC reconfigurations can be performed by the source cell as usual (i.e. without notifying other network nodes).
5. For other RRC reconfigurations, it might be necessary to inform that target cell about a change in the RRC reconfiguration (e.g. via Handover Request, before, after or in parallel to RRC reconfig).
6. In even more critical RRC reconfigurations, the source may need to agree a certain change in the configuration with the target (e.g. before RRC reconfiguration, the source sends Handover Request to target, and target acknowledges with Handover Request Acknowledgement)
7. The safest method is that the source cell cancels all CHOs, performs the RRC reconfiguration, and then prepares the CHOs again. However, we believe that this method is quite an overkill on one hand, and on the other hand this method can already be applied today without any further modification.
We believe that a solution to the problem should be a combination of the options 2.-6. above (solution 7 is already possible today). In particular, RAN2 shall clarify which RRC reconfigurations are uncritical (4,), which require informing the target (5.) and which require previous agreement with the target (6.).
Proposal 1: RAN2 shall discuss, under which circumstances solutions 2.-6. above could be applied.
4	Conclusion
This paper discussed RRC Reconfigurations performed by the source cell during CHO. As a result, the following observations and proposal have been made:
Observation 1: Full configuration is an expensive option.
Observation 2: RRC reconfiguration may change the reference of the delta configuration, and this can lead to major problems during random access.
Observation 3: Even when using full configuration, RRC reconfigurations may lead to discontinuities after the handover.
Proposal 1: RAN2 shall discuss, under which circumstances solutions 2.-6. above could be applied.
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