3GPP TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting #124	 R2-2311986
Chicago, US, November 13 – 17, 2023
Source:	KDDI Corporation
Title:	Discussions on CHO with candidate SCGs
Tdoc Type:	Discussion
Agenda Item:	7.4.4 CHO including target MCG and candidate SCGs for CPC CPA in NR-DC 
Document for:  Discussion and decision
Release:       Rel-18
1	Introduction
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]At the post RAN2-123bis email discussion, some open issues are listed by the rapporteur in [1]. In this contribution, we will share our views on the FFS point.
2	Discussion
1. FFS whether any optional additional UE cap for higher number is needed 
[bookmark: P2]In last meeting, it was agreed that the maximum number of candidate cell, including the coexistence CHO with candidate SCGs, CHO only, CHO with target SCG, CPA/CPC, is 8 in Rel-18. There are some arguments that 8 is a very limiting number considering all the possible candidate cells that can be configured to the UE. From our view, the effectiveness of configuring all type of conditional related configurations is unknown, at least in Rel-18, we see it is not necessary to have a higher number than 8.
Proposal 1: No need to have higher number than maximum number of 8.
2. FFS the execution condition is captured in the inter-node RRC message or in the Xn message.
Regarding the execution condition parameters provided from T-MN to S-MN, the parameters, a4-threshold, hysteresis (optional), timeToTrigger (optional), rsType (optional) will be enough for the UE to evaluate the candidate cell conditions. Regarding where to capture the execution condition, as the source MN does not need to know the candidate PScell’s execution condition, it might be straightforward to just put these parameters in the inter-node RRC message and pass them to the UE directly.
Proposal 2: The execution condition parameters can be captured in the inter-node RRC message and No more execution condition parameter is needed to be provided from T-MN to S-MN.  
3.  FFS whether to have PScell measurement report together with the candidate Pcell measurement
we tend to agree with the rapporteur’s comment that it is up to the NW to only initiate the preparation of the CHO with candidate SCGs when the source MN receives the measurement report of candidate PScell. Therefore, we think it is not needed to have the UE report the PScell measurement report at the time of candidate Pcell measurement for the preparation of CHO with candidate SCG.
Proposal 3: The PScell measurement report together with candidate Pcell measurement can be left to NW implementation.   
4. FFS whether delta configuration can be used for CHO with candidate SCGs
Our understanding of this FFS is to try to reuse the reference and delta configuration that has been discussed in LTM and subsequent CPAC. In general, PScells are deployed overlapped with Pcells. It is highly possible that in one area, some of the candidate PScells can be common to different candidate Pcells, or some of the parameters are common among different candidate cells. Therefore, we think it is useful to have the reference configuration and delta configuration, similar as LTM and subsequent CPAC, from the signalling overhead perspective. 
Proposal 4: RAN2 support reference and delta configuration for CHO with candidate SCGs, similar as LTM or subsequent CPAC.
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3	Conclusion
We make the following observations and proposals:
Proposal 1: No need to have higher number than maximum number of 8.
Proposal 2: The execution condition parameters can be captured in the inter-node RRC message and No more execution condition parameter is needed to be provided from T-MN to S-MN.  
Proposal 3: The PScell measurement report together with candidate Pcell measurement can be left to NW implementation.
Proposal 4: RAN2 support reference and delta configuration for CHO with candidate SCGs, similar as LTM or subsequent CPAC.
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