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1. Introduction
In this contribution, we would like to discuss the scenarios for dynamic switch.
2. Discussion
In last RAN2 meeting, it was discussed about the Rel-18 L1/L2 mobility scenarios and agreed that [1],
	· R2 will initially focus on PCell mobility. 

· R2 assumption: Rel-18 L1/L2 mobility includes both non-CA (PCell only) and CA scenarios (PCell and SCell). This includes the following cases
a) the target PCell/target SCell(s) is not a current serving cell (CA ( CA scenario with PCell change)

b) FFS the target PCell is a current SCell
c) FFS the target SCell is the current PCell.
· DC scenarios are FFS (e.g. PSCell mobility may be a low hanging fruit FFS). 


It is still left as FFS for the scenarios b) the target PCell is a current SCell, and c) the target SCell is the current PCell. From the view of sourcing company, both of the two scenarios could be popular in the mobility. The existing RRC reconfiguration with sync could be applied for the switch between PCell and SCell from RRC perspective. However, MAC reset and Random Access procedure will bring extra delay if it is switched by RRC reconfiguration with sync. 

If both scenarios could be supported in Rel-18 L1/L2 mobility, the unnecessary RA could be avoided if both of the Cells (source PCell and current SCell/target PCell) belong to the same TAG. Even if they belongs to different TAG, if the TA timer associated with the target PCell is still running, RA procedure could also be skipped. Furthermore, partial MAC reset could be applied to these scenarios. Consequently, the switch delay could be reduced significantly.

So, it is proposed to support these two scenarios in Rel-18 L1/L2 mobility.

Proposal 1: Support scenarios b) the target PCell is a current SCell, and c) the target SCell in Rel-18 L1/L2 mobility.
If both of the scenarios are support, considering the difference from agreed scenario a) the target PCell/target SCell(s) is not a current serving cell, an efficient dynamic switch could be discussed for these scenarios. Some enhancement could be specified for these two scenarios within the dynamic switch scope.

Proposal 2: Some enhancement for dynamic switch could be considered for these two scenarios

Regarding to the DC scenarios, we propose to lower the priority during the discussion until we have a clear map on the MCG only case.
Proposal 3: Lower priority of DC scenarios during RAN2 discussion.
If Proposals 1 and 2 are agreeable, how NW indicates to UE whether or not to perform MAC reset and/or RA procedure should be discussed further in order to achieve the efficient mobility for all scenarios a), b) and c). For example, RA may be skipped not only the target cell is the current serving cell but also if the target cell is a cell which can belong to the source cell’s TAG and is not allocated to the UE.

Therefore, we propose:

Proposal 4: RAN2 should discuss how NW indicates to UE whether or not to perform MAC reset and/or RA procedure for L1/L2 mobility.
3. Conclusion
We have discussed the scenarios for dynamic switch and proposed that
Proposal 1: Support scenarios b) the target PCell is a current SCell, and c) the target SCell in Rel-18 L1/L2 mobility.

Proposal 2: Some enhancement for dynamic switch could be considered for these two scenarios.

Proposal 3: Lower priority of DC scenarios during RAN2 discussion.
Proposal 4: RAN2 should discuss how NW indicates to UE whether or not to perform MAC reset and/or RA procedure for L1/L2 mobility.
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