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Introduction
Mobility between MBS-supporting and non-MBS-supporting nodes was discussed in RAN3#112e and the related agreements are as follows:
MBS support Indicator is included in Path Switch Request Transfer sent by an MBS supporting node to indicate support. 
Capture an editor’s note in BL CR 38.300: “whether other options for mobility from supporting to non-supporting nodes are specified to fulfil lossless data forwarding is FFS”.
In this contribution, we continue to discuss the potential issues on two scenarios, the scenario for mobility from MBS supporting node to non-MBS supporting node and the scenario for mobility from non-MBS supporting to MBS supporting node. 
Discussion
Discussion on Mobility from MBS supporting node to non-MBS supporting node
In this section, mobility from MBS supporting node to non-MBS supporting node is investigated. During the preparation phase of handover, source RAN should be aware of whether target gNB supports MBS service based on the presence of MBS information included in handover request ACK. MBS information and associated unicast information are included in handover request sent to target gNB. The absence of MBS related information in the Handover Request ACK will indicate that target gNB does not support MBS. The message flow of mobility from MBS supporting node to non-MBS supporting node is shown below.
[bookmark: _Hlk85219292]Proposal 1: For the scenario of mobility from MBS supporting node to non-MBS supporting node, the absence of MBS related information in the Handover Request ACK will indicate that target gNB does not support MBS.
Besides the method mentioned above, another solution supported by some companies is the source gNB gets the information before handover through setting up a kind of “dormant DRB” in advance. The intention of this solution is to avoid a full configuration at target side during the handover. In our view, if lossless handover is supported, the enhancement is required. Otherwise, it is not necessary to adopt this solution.
[bookmark: _Hlk85219278]Proposal 2:  If lossless handover is not supported, there is no need to avoid full configuration.
The mechanism of stop data forwarding still waits to be resolved. Source gNB needs to stop data forwarding after UE handed over to target gNB. By revisiting the email discussion summary at last meeting, we found basically there are several options to stop data transmission.
-	Option 1: Source gNB stops data forwarding at receiving the Xn Release Context message from target gNB 
-	Option 2: Source can decide to stop forwarding based on internal timer 
-	Option 3: Source gNB receives an end marker packet from the CN 
For Option1, source gNB will go through a long time for forwarding packets until receiving the Xn Release Context message. UE moving to the target gNB will receive duplicate packets from both source and target side, which causes repeated reception. Option2 is based on the implementation and not reliable. For Option3, introducing the per UE end marker does not affect the reception of other UEs, which has a specification impact on CN and RAN.
Proposal 3: Prefer to introduce a per UE end marker packet from CN to source gNB indicating stop data forwarding during handover.
Discussion on Mobility from non-MBS supporting node to MBS supporting node
In this section, mobility from non-MBS supporting node to MBS supporting node is investigated based on the discussion in TS 23.247. If Xn handover applies, a legacy handover can be reused. In the Path Switch Request message, the target NG-RAN node indicates whether it supports MBS to the SMF. After successful handover, the SMF triggers modification of the PDU Session resources at NG-RAN by including the MBS session ID and the associated QoS flow(s) information. Finally, SMF changes the MBS session data delivery method from 5GC Individual MBS traffic delivery method to 5GC shared MBS traffic delivery method. If N2 handover applies, the SMF includes the MBS session related information in handover preparation and sends it to target NG-RAN. The target NG-RAN indicates its support of MBS to SMF and adds the UE into the MBS session context. 
[bookmark: _Hlk85219310]Proposal 4: For the scenario of mobility from non-MBS supporting nodes to MBS supporting node, the procedure should align with SA2.
Conclusions
[bookmark: _Hlk78990087]In this paper, we provide our view on mobility between non-MBS supporting node and MBS supporting nodes. The observation and proposals are listed below:
Proposal 1: For the scenario of mobility from MBS supporting node to non-MBS supporting node, the absence of MBS related information in the Handover Request ACK will indicate that target gNB does not support MBS.
Proposal 2:  If lossless handover is not supported, there is no need to avoid full configuration.
Proposal 3: Prefer to introduce a per UE end marker packet from CN to source gNB indicating stop data forwarding during handover.
Proposal 4: For the scenario of mobility from non-MBS supporting nodes to MBS supporting node, the procedure should align with SA2.
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