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1 Introduction
This document is the Sod for the following CB:
CB: # 2_MobilityEhn-L1L2mobility
- take the above issues for further check. 

Summary dis in (HW - moderater)

The deadline for companies to provide their comments is Thursday, November 17th, 18:00PM local time.
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
1. Subsequent cell switch signaling design:
Propose to agree on:
RAN3 works on a common signaling procedure for both initial cell switch and subsequent cell switch for intra-DU L1/L2 handover.

2. TP for inter-DU LTM procedure:
R3-226257 ,stage 2 TP for inter-DU LTM procedure, is revised in R3-226852, agreed.
3. The skeleton BLCR for TS 38.473:

R3-226227, skeleton of BLCR for TS 38.473, is revised in  R3-226868, Endorsed as Rel-18 BL CR.
4. one or multiple message issue in the stage3:
No consensus is achieved during offline discussion.

To be continued.

5. whether to inform CU after triggering LTM?

· Option 1: after the LTM command is sent out but before Ack
· Option 2: after receiving the ack of LTM command

· Option 3: up to gNB-DU implementation 
Propose to agree on:
During execution phase, it is up to the gNB-DU implementation when will the gNB-DU signal to the CU. This does not mean that the gNB-DU is “allowed” to signal to the gNB-CU before LTM command is sent to the UE.
To be continued at next meeting on approaches, procedures and other details.

3 Outputs of F2F offline discussion:
1. Subsequent cell switch signaling design:

Propose to agree on:
RAN3 works on a common signaling procedure for both initial cell switch and subsequent cell switch for intra-DU L1/L2 handover.

2. TP for inter-DU LTM procedure:

R3-226257 is revised in R3-22xxxx, available in draft folder for comments till the deadline.
3. The skeleton BLCR for TS 38.473:
The skeleton of BLCR for TS 38.473 may contain the following change in the UE Context Modification Request message:

An IE structure named like “LTM information” and keep the IE content empty with FFS.
R3-226227 the skeleton of BLCR for TS 38.473, is revised in R3-22xxxx, available in draft folder for comments till the deadline.
4. one or multiple message issue in the stage3:
No consensus is achieved during offline discussion.

To be continued.
5. whether to inform CU after triggering LTM?
During offline discussion, this question was reformulated to following:

For both intra-DU and inter-DU cases, whether (source) DU to signal CU while sending the LTM command to the UE? Three options were discussed:

· Option 1: after the LTM command is sent out but before Ack 2

· Option 2: after receiving the ack of LTM command
· Option 3: up to gNB-DU implementation 

Summary to offline discussion in the meeting room:
Conclusion: when the gNB-DU signal the CU, it is up to the gNB-DU implementation  during execution phase. This does not mean that the gNB-DU is “allowed” to signal to the gNB-CU before LTM command is sent to the UE.

To be continued at next meeting on approaches, procedures and other details.
Comments on above conclusions and agreements in F2F offline discussion can be provided here:

	Companies
	Comments

	Lenovo
	Agree to all the conclusions and agreements.

	CATT
	It is a pity to miss the F2F offline discussion; I try to understand the agreements and want to check whether my understanding is aligning with the majority.

For the 1, seems a very high level description, and we also agree to design a common signaling procedure, not clearly why we exclude the inter-DU case?
[mod]because the chair restricted the scope to intra-DU case. 

“5. subsequent intra-DU L1/L2 handover, discuss on the design the signalling for initial switch and subsequent switch phase.”
2,3,4 are all ok for us, only need a further check.

For the 5, is this agreement means, DU can signal by both opt1 and opt2, which option is pend on DU implementation. And in cell switch, DU will always signal the UE first, and then signal to the CU. Is this understanding correct?
[mod] the moderator thinks that the DU may signal the CU either by option 1 or by option 2 based on its implementation. It does not need to do twice. 

And your understanding is correct, during offline discussion, companies think that the DU is not allowed to signal to CU before LTM cmd is initiatd.

	Moderator
	See above feedback inline.

	
	


4 Discussion

During online discussion, the following open issues are identified for further discussion offline.
5. subsequent intra-DU L1/L2 handover, discuss on the design the signalling for initial switch and subsequent switch phase.

7. Draft TPs TS 38.401 and TS 38.473

Capture on inter-DU L1/L2 Mobility procedure for 38.401(stage-2), take R3-226257 as Baseline.

Working on basic descripition for stage-3 F1 interface, discuss on the one or multiple message issue in the stage3.

8. whether to inform CU after triggering LTM?
4.1 Subsequent cell switch signaling design
For  the open issue no. 5 regarding the signaling design for intra-DU L1/L2 handover initial cell switch and subsequent cell switch, the moderator thinks that a common signaling procedure shall be designed for both initial cell switch and subsequent cell switch.

Therefore, the following proposal is proposed:

Proposal 1: RAN3 works on a common signaling procedure for both initial cell switch and subsequent cell switch for intra-DU L1/L2 handover.

Summary to offline discussion in the meeting room:

All companies participated in the offline discussion agree on Proposal 1. 

Conclusion: Proposal 1 is agreed. 

4.2  TP for inter-DU LTM
Summary to offline discussion in the meeting room:
During offline discussion, it is agreed to work on the TP in R3-226257 by providing comments in draft folder directly.
Conclusion:

R3-226257 is revised in R3-22xxxx, available in draft folder for comments till the deadline.
4.3 BLCR for TS 38.473
There is a proposal to agree on R3-226227 as the skeleton of the BLCR for TS 38.473. The moderator thinks that this is beneficial for companies to contribute the delta and to track the progress of the study.
Summary to offline discussion in the meeting room:
After offline discussion, the conclusion is that:

The skeleton of BLCR for TS 38.473 may contain the following change in the UE Context Modification Request message:

A IE structure named like “LTM information” and keep the IE content empty with FFS.
R3-226227 the skeleton of BLCR for TS 38.473, is revised in R3-22xxxx, available in draft folder for comments till the deadline.
4.4 one or multiple message issue in the stage3.

One issue relates to section 3.3 is whether one message with a list of candidate cells or multiple messages with a single candidate cell in each will be used for LTM configuration.

Option 1: one message with a list of candidate cells

Option 2: multiple messages with a single candidate cell in each

Summary to offline discussion in the meeting room:
No consensus is achieved during offline discussion.
To be continued.
4.5 for both intra-DU and inter-DU cases, whether (source) DU to signal CU while sending the LTM command to the UE?
Option 1: after the command is sent out but Before Ack 2
Option 2: after ack

Option 3: up to implementation 
Summary to offline discussion in the meeting room:
Conclusion: when the gNB-DU signal the CU, it is up to the gNB-DU implementation  during execution phase. This does not mean that the gNB-DU is “allowed” to signal to the gNB-CU before LTM command is sent to the UE.
To be continued at next meeting on approaches, procedures and other details.
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