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1. Introduction
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]In the Handover Preparation section in the BLCR for TS 38.423 and TS 36.423, there are still some FFSs left to be solved.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK33][bookmark: _GoBack]In this contribution, we discuss those open issues and provide TPs to solve them.
2. Discussion
[bookmark: OLE_LINK3][bookmark: OLE_LINK4]The first FFS:
Editor’s note: FFS whether we allow to modify the prepared CHO resources and how (re-using the existing HO  Preparation or new procedure?).
Basically, RAN3 has allowed the source node to modify the prepared CHO resources by re0using the existing HO preparation procedure with an indicator named as CHO-replace. Although the target initiated CHO modification is still under discussion, and not agreed yet, this FFS could be removed from the BLCR.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK24][bookmark: OLE_LINK34]Proposal 1: Remove the following FFS from the BLCR.
Editor’s note: FFS whether we allow to modify the prepared CHO resources and how (re-using the existing HO  Preparation or new procedure?).
The second FFS:
Editor’s note: FFS how to handle the source-initiated RRC reconfiguration for an accepted but ongoing CHO.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK23]After CHO execution conditions configured to the UE, it is still possible for the source node to send RRCReconfiguration to modify an ongoing CHO, e.g., changing the CHO condition threshold. This kind of RRCReconfiguration has no impact on the CHO configurations generated by the candidate target nodes. Therefore, there is no need to inform the candidate target nodes.
Another case is that the source node may modify some configurations in the UE that impact on the CHO configurations generated by the candidate target nodes, such as to add/modify/release the established DRBs, which would impact on the prepared resources at the candidate target nodes. In this case, update at the candidate node accordingly is needed. The source node initiated CHO modification procedure could cope with this case.
Therefore, there is no need to keep such FFS in the BLCR.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK35]Proposal 2: Remove the following FFS from the BLCR.
Editor’s note: FFS how to handle the source-initiated RRC reconfiguration for an accepted but ongoing CHO.
The third FFS:
Upon reception of the HANDOVER REQUEST ACKNOWLEDGE message, the source NG-RAN node shall stop the timer TXnRELOCprep and terminate the Handover Preparation procedure. If the procedure was initiated for an immediate handover, the source NG-RAN node shall start the timer TXnRELOCoverall. The source NG-RAN node is then defined to have a Prepared Handover for that Xn UE-associated signalling.
Editor’s note: the wording “immediate handover” for legacy HO (i.e. non-CHO) is FFS
Regarding the term of legacy handover to be used in the specification to distinguish from CHO, immediate handover seems a proper term. However, we also introduce DAPS handover in our specification and may have other types of handover in future, a more general terminology e.g., non-conditional handover, seems much future-proof.
Proposal 3: Remove the following FFS from the BLCR and replace the ‘immediate handover’ with ‘non-conditional handover’ in the procedural text of the BLCR.
Editor’s note: the wording “immediate handover” for legacy HO (i.e. non-CHO) is FFS
[bookmark: _Toc423019950][bookmark: _Toc423020279][bookmark: _Toc423020296]3. Conclusion
[bookmark: _Toc423020280]In this contribution, we discuss those open issues and propose:
Proposal 1: Remove the following FFS from the BLCR.
Editor’s note: FFS whether we allow to modify the prepared CHO resources and how (re-using the existing HO  Preparation or new procedure?).
Proposal 2: Remove the following FFS from the BLCR.
Editor’s note: FFS how to handle the source-initiated RRC reconfiguration for an accepted but ongoing CHO.
Proposal 3: Remove the following FFS from the BLCR and replace the ‘immediate handover’ with ‘non-conditional handover’ in the procedural text of the BLCR.
Editor’s note: the wording “immediate handover” for legacy HO (i.e. non-CHO) is FFS
The corresponding TPs are provided in [1] and [2] accordingly.
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