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Introduction
This is the report of the following discussion.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK57][bookmark: OLE_LINK62][AT124][510][feMob] CHO with candidate SCGs (CATT)
	Scope: Converge on signalling of execution cond (see disc for fR2-2312831), LS to RAN3
	Intended outcome: Report with agreeable proposal, and agreeable LS to R3
	Deadline: CB acc to Meeting schedule

Discussion
The conclusion on execution conditions parameters is as following,
Discuss offline, Send execution conditions, including meas object IE (FFS) and report config IE (parent IE) in HO command (inter-node), or cherry pick the parameters needed for this case. 
Two issues need to be discussion offline.one issue is signalling design of  the agreed execution conditions parameters, another one is whether meas object IE is sent from T-MN to S-MN.
Issue 1: Signalling design of the agreed execution conditions parameters
For the execution condition parameters provided from T-MN to S-MN, it was agreed in RAN2#123bis meeting that a4-threshold, hysteresis (optional), timeToTrigger(optional), rsType (optional) are at least included.
	P5: The legacy condEventA4 related parameters are provided by the candidate MN to the source MN for the execution condition for candidate PSCell, at least including(FFS more parameters are needed, FFS the parameters are in inter-node message or Xn message),
-	a4-Threshold
-	hysteresis (optional)
-	timeToTrigger (optional)
-	rsType (optional)


Regarding the signalling design of the agreed execution conditions parameters, it is proposed to the target MN provides an reportConfigNR instance to the source MN In paper [1],
	Proposal 1	The target MN provides an reportConfigNR instance to the source MN with the condEventA4 related parameters (a4-Threshold, hysteresis, timeToTrigger and rsType).


The provided reason is that the agreed parameters correspond to all that are included in reportConfigNR for a conditional A4 event, the simplest solution and also most future proof is to let the target MN provide an instance of reportConfigNR to the source MN.
[bookmark: _Toc139046070]–	HandoverCommand
This message is used to transfer the handover command as generated by the target gNB.
Direction: target gNB to source gNB/source RAN.
HandoverCommand message
-- ASN1START
-- TAG-HANDOVER-COMMAND-START

HandoverCommand ::=                 SEQUENCE {
    criticalExtensions                  CHOICE {
        c1                                  CHOICE{
            handoverCommand                     HandoverCommand-IEs,
            spare3 NULL, spare2 NULL, spare1 NULL
        },
        criticalExtensionsFuture            SEQUENCE {}
    }
}

HandoverCommand-IEs ::=             SEQUENCE {
    handoverCommandMessage              OCTET STRING (CONTAINING RRCReconfiguration),
    nonCriticalExtension                SEQUENCE {}HandoverCommand-v18xy-IEs              OPTIONAL
}

HandoverCommand-v18xy-IEs ::=      SEQUENCE {
    cpacExecutionConditionInfo-r18      CPAC-ExecutionConditionInfo-r18                    OPTIONAL,
    nonCriticalExtension                SEQUENCE {}                                        OPTIONAL
}

CPAC-ExecutionConditionInfo-r18 ::= SEQUENCE {
    cpacExecCondReportConfigNR-r18      ReportConfigNR,
    cpacExecCondMeasObjectNR-r18        MeasObjectNR
}

Proposal 1: The target MN provides an reportConfigNR instance to the source MN with only the condEventA4 related parameters (a4-Threshold, hysteresis, timeToTrigger and rsType),add clarification in the filed description.
Issue 2: Whether meas object IE is sent from T-MN to S-MN
In [2], it is observed that source MN should already know the measurement configuration (e.g., parameters in MeasObjectNR) of candidate PSCells when initiating the preparation of CHO with candidate SCGs.the reason is that candidate MN recommends the candidate PSCells to candidate SN based on measurement result and Since UE can only be configured to perform measurement of candidate PSCells by source MN before source initiates the preparation of CHO with candidate SCGs, so source MN should have the measurement configuration of candiate PSCells when initiating the the preparation of CHO with candidate SCGs.
	Observation 3: Source MN is aware of the measurement configuration (e.g., parameters in MeasObjectNR) of candidate PSCells when initiating the preparation of CHO with candidate SCGs.


However, in [1], it is proposed that the source MN also needs to provide a measObjectNR for the candidate PSCell to the UE due to that in some cases the source MN may not even be aware of the candidate PSCell.
Proposal 2: meas object IE is not sent from T-MN to S-MN.

Conclusion
[bookmark: OLE_LINK58][bookmark: OLE_LINK59][bookmark: OLE_LINK60][bookmark: OLE_LINK47][bookmark: OLE_LINK48]Based on the offline discussion, the proposals are summarized as follows:
Proposal 1: The target MN provides an reportConfigNR instance to the source MN with only the condEventA4 related parameters (a4-Threshold, hysteresis, timeToTrigger and rsType),add clarification in the filed description.
Proposal 2: meas object IE is not sent from T-MN to S-MN.
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