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1	Introduction
Conditional handover (CHO) with SCG configuration in (MR-)DC has been discussed in RAN2 #109-bis where the following agreement has been made [1]. 
	2 We will not preclude SCG configuration in RRC Reconfiguration with conditional reconfiguration. Limit to cases without RAN3 impact.



In this contribution, we discuss the need of capturing this agreement in TS 37.340 and other 3GPP specifications, if required.
2	Discussion
According to the RAN2 agreement quoted above, CHO to a target PCell candidate configuring an SCG is allowed in Rel. 16 in case there is no RAN3 impact.
Observation 1: CHO to a target PCell candidate configuring an SCG is allowed in Rel. 16 in case there is no RAN3 impact.
The possible handover scenarios of PCell with (MR-)DC are provided in the following list:
1. CHO with same SN: CHO from source PCell 1 with SCG in SN 1 to target PCell 2 with SCG in the same SN 1.
2. CHO with different SNs: CHO from source PCell 1 with SCG in SN 1 to target PCell 2 with SCG in SN 2.
3. CHO from single-connectivity to an (MR-)DC connection: CHO from source PCell 1 to target PCell 2 with SCG in SN.
4. Scenario 1, 2, 3 with target MCG and SCG falling in the same network node. This corresponds to the case when the UE is connected to two gNB-DUs in NR-DC, one serving the target MCG and the other serving the target SCG, connected to the same gNB-CU acting both as MN and SN [2].

In the first three scenarios, there is an Xn/X2 signalling between the target MN candidate and target SN during the CHO preparation phase. On the other hand, Xn signalling is not needed in scenario(s) 4, but instead signalling on F1 interface exists between the gNB-CU and DUs serving target MCG and SCG and could be impacted. 
Observation 2: There might be RAN3 impact if CHO with SCG configuration is allowed in (MR-)DC.
It is not clear in RAN2 whether the agreement to support CHO with SCG configuration was meant to cover scenario 1,2 or 3 or only scenario 4, perhaps? Therefore, RAN2 is asked first to clarify the scenarios for which CHO with SCG configuration shall be supported in Rel. 16.
Proposal 1: RAN2 to clarify the scenarios for which CHO with SCG configuration shall be supported in Rel. 16.
As the outcome of the discussion likely has an impact on RAN3, we propose to send an LS describing the RAN2 understanding and asking RAN3 to work on the specification changes, if needed.
Proposal 2: RAN2 to send an LS describing the RAN2 understanding on the support of CHO with SCG configuration and asking RAN3 to work on the specification changes, if needed.
3		Conclusion
The observations and proposals made are as follows:
Observation 1: CHO to a target PCell candidate configuring an SCG is allowed in Rel. 16 in case there is no RAN3 impact.
Observation 2: There might be RAN3 impact if CHO with SCG configuration is allowed in (MR-)DC.
Proposal 1: RAN2 to clarify the scenarios for which CHO with SCG configuration shall be supported in Rel. 16.
Proposal 2: RAN2 to send an LS describing the RAN2 understanding on the support of CHO with SCG configuration and asking RAN3 to work on the specification changes, if needed.
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