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1 Introduction
Based on the discussion on the candidate options provided in [1] in the RAN2#94 meeting, RAN2 achieved the following consensus for the solution down-selection:
	=>
Remove options of CAT C and D from the candidate options of solution 2 family.

=>
Remove option 2a and 2b in R2-163863 from the candidate options of solution 2 family

=>
Remove option 6 in R2-163863 from the candidate options of solution 2 family.


As a result, option 1 and 4 (details can be found in [1]) remains, as described below:
· Option 1: The UE continues downlink and uplink with the source cell until the UE performs RACH to the target cell.
· Option 4: This solution combines RACH-less and make before break. Namely the UE perform UL transmission towards the target cell without RACH.
· Option 4a: The UE has simultaneous reception (source eNB: PDCCH/PDSCH and target eNB: PSS/SSS/CRS). 
· Option 4b: The UE has no simultaneous reception. 
2 Discussion
2.1 Selection of candidate optionsConsidering the current working status for the RACH-less solution, RAN1 does not have any TU allocated for this work item. And it seems more evaluations are required for the RACH-less solution, at least for the UL power control. As such we prefer to limit the work of Solution 2 in RAN1 and RAN3. This means Option 1 should be adopted.
Proposal 1: The UE continues downlink and uplink with the source cell until the UE performs RACH to the target cell.
If Proposal 1 is agreed, then we think that the solution should be applicable for DC, as also explained in [1]. 
Proposal 2: The Solution described in Proposal 1 is applicable for single connectivity and dual connectivity.

On the other hand, the handover/SCG change includes both the intra-frequency and the inter-frequency. Then we think the proposed solution should be applicable for both scenarios. For the intra-frequency case, the UE does not require extra RF/RM capability, as the current intra-frequency measurement already requires the UE to receive PSS/SSS/CRS from another intra-frequency neighbour cell while receiving PDSCH from the serving cell. For the inter-frequency case, the solution can be used based on the UE inter-frequency measurement capability. For example, if the UE does not indicate the measurement gap requirement for the target frequency, then the network can use the solution for the UE without extra UE RF/RM capability.
Proposal 3: The Solution described in Proposal 1 is applicable for intra and inter frequency.

2.2 Data loss issueIf Proposal 1 is agreed, as the source eNB does not know when the UE performs RACH, the source eNB may still schedules the data transmission even though the UE breaks the source connection. According to the discussion in RAN2#94, the solution of UE indication is excluded as companies think that the indication is not reliable at handover. Here we think that a timer based release can be used to control the release of the source connection, so as to avoid the data loss.
Proposal 4: The UE performs RACH to the target cell only after the expiry of a timer configured by the network.
3 Conclusion
According to the analysis above, we have the following Proposals:
Proposal 1: The UE continues downlink and uplink with the source cell until the UE performs RACH to the target cell.
Proposal 2: The Solution described in Proposal 1 is applicable for single connectivity and dual connectivity.

Proposal 3: The Solution described in Proposal 1 is applicable for intra and inter frequency.

Proposal 4: For the Solution described in Proposal 1, the UE performs RACH to the target cell only after the expiry of a timer configured by the network.
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