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[bookmark: _Ref488331639]Introduction
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]This paper intends to discuss one of the remaining issues for MAC to support L1/L2 Triggered Mobility based on the latest progress made by RAN2.

Discussion
The following issue is listed as one of the open issues for Rel-18 FeMob work item. 

	#2
	CFRA in LTM MAC CE
	We can revisit on the need of RSRP checking, as to the RAN2 agreement:
“For UE considering CFRA indicated by LTM MAC CE; For now assume RSRP checking is not needed (i.e. to instead trigger CBRA as legacy HO with CFRA) – can revisit if justified.”



Following the agreement for LTM reached at the last meeting, the UE prioritizes/first to select RA resource of CFRA indicated by LTM cell switch MAC CE if any. Otherwise, the UE selects RA resource of CFRA indicated by RRC if any. 
However, during the discussion in last RAN2 meeting, one controversial issue is whether the UE should do RSRP checking when the UE considers to use the CFRA resources indicated by LTM MAC CE. 
In legacy handover, when the UE receives a CFRA configuration in handover command, the UE will adopt CFRA resource based radom access, if the RSRP of at least one SSB/CSI-RS is above a threshold amongst the SSBs/CSI-RSs for which CFRA resource is configured during handover command. Otherwise, the UE will perform CBRA based radom access to the target cell. The reason to do this type of RSRP checking is that during mobility, the beam(s) assoicated with the CFRA resources as configured by the source cell may deteroriate and become unsuitable for UE access during handover execution. This is the main reason for the proponents to suggest the same mechanism for the UE to perform during LTM cell switch.
We think the LTM cell switch decision is based on real time L1 measurement report from the UE, then the network may be able to decide the CFRA resource very quickly. So then when the UE  receives the LTM cell switch MAC CE carrying CFRA resources, the beam(s) assoicated with the CFRA resources should be still suitable. 
Meanwhile, as a fallback, if the UE can not access the target cell via CFRA resources after maximum preamble transmission reached, the UE should be able to fallback to CBRA based random access to access LTM target cell. Hence we do not see the need to ask the UE to do RSRP checking before using the CFRA resources.         
Proposal 1: Keep the current assumption that RSRP checking is not needed when the UE considers to use the CFRA resources indicated by LTM MAC CE.

Proposal 2:  Clarify that if the UE can not access the target cell via CFRA resources indicated by LTM MAC CE, the UE fallbacks to CBRA based random access to access LTM target cell, after maximum preamble transmission reached with CFRA.

Conclusion and Proposal
We have the following proposals:

Proposal 1: Keep the current assumption that RSRP checking is not needed when the UE considers to use the CFRA resources indicated by LTM MAC CE.

Proposal 2: Clarify that if the UE can not access the target cell via CFRA resources indicated by LTM MAC CE, the UE fallbacks to CBRA based random access to access LTM target cell, after maximum preamble transmission reached with CFRA.

[bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery][bookmark: _Ref189809556][bookmark: _Ref174151459][bookmark: _Ref450865335]Reference
[1] R2-2313558	Rapporteur proposals to address open issues in MAC running CR
[2] R2-2311816  Cell Switching – CFRA,TA and RACH-less LTM completion Aspects	



	3/11	
