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1	Introduction
In RAN2#114 (May 2021) the following working assumptions (WA) have been made [1]:
	1.	Upon SN initiated CPC configuration, S-SN indicates the CPC candidates to MN and for each an execution condition
2.	S-SN can provide also measurements to MN/T-SN and this may include cells that are not CPC candidates
3.	T-SN can either accept or reject the CPC candidates suggested by S-SN (as in 1) i.e. it cannot come up with any alternative candidates
4.	S-SN is informed about which candidates were accepted/ rejected by T-SN
5.	S-SN can subsequently update the (measurement) configuration. FFS for execution conditions.
6.	S-SN can perform this update after the CPC configuration. FFS whether to support updating during the CPC configuration (i.e. solution 2). FFS whether nested procedure is supported.



As this set of assumptions has been agreed in a rush, we provide our understanding on what they practically mean and what are the consequences if these WA are converted into the agreements. 
2	Discussion
2.1 	S-SN indication of CPC candidates
The first working assumption in the table provided in Section 1 indicates the Source SN (S-SN) provides a list of Conditional PSCell Change (CPC) candidates and their corresponding execution conditions to the MN. During RAN2#114 there were various approaches presented how this can be interpreted, including the suggestion all of these is forwarded to the target SN (T-SN). It is true the MN will forward the list of cells and their corresponding measurements towards one or more T-SNs, but it was not decided this includes the execution conditions for each suggested candidate PSCell. 
Observation 1: The need to forward the execution conditions for SN-initiated CPC was not identified so far in RAN2 Rel-17 discussions.
It shall be also noted that the following decision was taken at RAN2#112 [2]:
	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).



As we have already argued in our paper submitted to RAN2#114 [3], ‘MN is not required’ is not a solid definition of the corresponding behavior. We assume such statement may simply result in no related signalling, thus no support for such indication. Furthermore, in our understanding, the SN-initiated CPC shall not differ from other cases with respect to the T-SN’s awareness of CPC execution conditions. Even though we believe some benefits of indicating the execution conditions to the T-SN may exist (e.g. the awareness how early the UE may be accessing), for the sake of time and simplicity, we suggest the following:
Proposal 1: Target SN is not informed about the execution conditions for CPC or CPA.
2.2 	Informing S-SN on the accepted/rejected cells
Another aspect requiring a bit more discussion concerns the 4th WA in the table of Section 1: S-SN is informed about which candidates were accepted/ rejected by T-SN. Our aim is to clarify that such indication is shared with the source SN irrespective of which sequence of steps in CPC is adopted and whether a nested procedure is used (as underlined for WA#6). It is S-SN that prepares a corresponding measurement configuration for the UEs, so it shall be S-SN’s privilege to know which cells have been prepared and assess if that requires any reconfigurations to be initiated by S-SN.
Proposal 2: In S-SN initiated CPC, the S-SN is always informed which candidates were accepted/rejected by T-SN.
Obviously, it may turn out there are no subsequent reconfigurations needed, as e.g. the T-SN has accepted all the cells for which a measurement gap was configured by the S-SN, so there is no reason to reconfigure UE’s measurements (i.e. no new gap needed and none of the existing gaps is to be removed). The S-SN knows in advance the rejection of which suggested candidate cells will require changes to S-SN measurement configuration. 
Observation 2: The S-SN knows in advance the acceptance/rejection of which suggested candidate target PSCells will lead to the change of S-SN measurement configuration.
Thus, the S-SN can indicate that early enough, even in Step 1 of the procedure, when SN Change Required is sent from S-SN to the MN). 
Proposal 3: S-SN informs the MN in SN Change Required the acceptance/rejection of which cells requires an update of S-SN measurement configuration.
This information can be further used by the MN to know if it shall expect the response from the S-SN including a new, updated S-SN measurement configuration, upon informing the S-SN on the accepted/rejected target PSCells. This concerns the nested procedure case, i.e. before sending the CPC configuration to the UE.
Proposal 4: The information provided in SN Change Required is used by the MN to determine if it shall wait for the response from S-SN when S-SN is informed which cells have been accepted by T-SNs. This occurs prior to sending the CPC configuration to the UE. 
2.3 	When to update S-SN configuration
As stated in WA#6 (Section 1), it is for further study if nested procedure is supported or not. Namely, when the S-SN shall update its measurement configuration: still during the CPC procedure (i.e. before sending the RRC Reconfiguration to the UE) or afterwards (i.e. via a separate signalling, to be sent after the CPC reconfiguration has been provided to the UE). In our opinion postponing this reconfiguration would have a clear disadvantage of increased signalling over Uu interface, as the NW will separately update the UE with new S-SN configuration. 
Observation 3: Non-nested approach has a clear disadvantage of increased signalling overhead for updating UE’s S-SN measurement configuration.
It needs to be noted that a nested procedure allows to provide the execution conditions (in the form of measurement identifiers) just for the candidate PSCells that have been accepted by the Target SN. Such procedure removes the issue of handling the measurements for which no associated target cell configuration exists (i.e. target SN has not prepared this candidate cell). Such approach would be much more elegant than to configure the UE with measurements for the cells which the UE anyway cannot access. So providing the CPC execution conditions in SN Change Required shall be optional, if the S-SN will later communicate again with the MN, prior to configuring the UE.
Observation 4: Nested procedure allows to avoid the issue where the UE is configured with measurement execution conditions for the cells which were not prepared (i.e. no corresponding configuration exists).
Overall, we believe the MN shall wait for the response from the S-SN (provided such response is expected to arrive, as we have argued in Section 2.2) prior to configuring the UE with S-SN initiated CPC. 
Proposal 5: S-SN is allowed to update the measurement configuration and execution conditions during the CPC preparation. In this case additional RRC message is not required. 
3	Conclusion
The observations and proposals made in this document are summarized below:
Observation 1: The need to forward the execution conditions for SN-initiated CPC was not identified so far in RAN2 Rel-17 discussions.
Proposal 1: Target SN is not informed about the execution conditions for CPC or CPA.
Proposal 2: In S-SN initiated CPC, the S-SN is always informed which candidates were accepted/rejected by T-SN.
Observation 2: The S-SN knows in advance the acceptance/rejection of which suggested candidate target PSCells will lead to the change of S-SN measurement configuration.
Proposal 3: S-SN informs the MN in SN Change Required the acceptance/rejection of which cells requires an update of S-SN measurement configuration.
Proposal 4: The information provided in SN Change Required is used by the MN to determine if it shall wait for the response from S-SN when S-SN is informed which cells have been accepted by T-SNs. This occurs prior to sending the CPC configuration to the UE. 
Observation 3: Non-nested approach has a clear disadvantage of increased signalling overhead for updating UE’s S-SN measurement configuration.
Observation 4: Nested procedure allows to avoid the issue where the UE is configured with measurement execution conditions for the cells which were not prepared (i.e. no corresponding configuration exists).
Proposal 5: S-SN is allowed to update the measurement configuration and execution conditions during the CPC preparation. In this case additional RRC message is not required.
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