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Introduction
In the previous meeting, RAN3#119 [1], the following high-level agreements and FFSs were raised

Enhance XnAP and F1AP signaling to support NR Selective Activation.
Introduce a new indicator to the S-NODE ADDITION REQUEST message over Xn to indicate that the request is for Selective Activation.
Further check the activation/deactivation of candidate PSCells for NR Selective Activation.
Keep the WA for early data forwarding.
Wait for RAN2’s progress on the scenarios.

There are many points to wait for RAN2 progress, but additional perspectives on features already discussed in the RAN3 perspective will be discussed.
Discussion
Candidate cell activation/deactivation
In the past meeting, a mechanism was proposed to activate/deactivate the candidate cell for selective activation [2]. The mechanism was proposed to allow the NW to select cells for CPC evaluation from among the candidate cells without full RRCReconfiguration. For the NW node, there seems to be no advantage since it needs to continue to maintain UE context and resources regardless of whether the candidate cell is active or deactive. On the other hand, for the UE, there is an advantage in terms of power consumption, since unnecessary measurement and CPC evaluation for the candidate cell can be avoided. The need for Xn signaling depends on which NW node initiates the activation/deactivation of the candidate cell. If the MN initiates the activation/deactivation, there is no Xn impact as long as signaling for this mechanism to the UE is sent from the MN. In the case of SN initiated, a new indication needs to be added to the Xn interface for signaling to be sent from the MN to the UE. Thus RAN3 can support this function by adding indication of the candidate cell to be activated/deactivated in the SN Modification Required message. If signaling from the NW to the UE is sent via RRCReconfiguration, there is no difference from re-initiation of selective activation. Therefore, the NW needs to indicate activation/deactivation of the candidate cell to the UE by signaling other than RRCReconfiguration, however this is up to RAN2.
Observation 1:	Candidate cell activation/deactivation is expected to have the gain of reducing UE power consumption.
Observation 2:	It is up to RAN2 how to indicate candidate cell activation/deactivation from the NW to the UE.
Proposal 1:	RAN3 should support the following NW signaling for candidate cell activation/deactivation: SN can activate/deactivate candidate cells adding new indication in SN Modification Required message.

Maintenance/releasing of candidate cell/UE context
In selective activation, the candidate cell/UE context may be maintained for a longer time than in legacy CPC. In legacy, resources of the source SN are explicitly released by UE context release from the MN after CPC, but in selective activation, it is necessary to guarantee that the candidate cell/UE context is maintained unless explicitly signaled otherwise. RAN2 discussed and did not reach agreement on a mechanism to maintain all candidate configurations after initial CPC when the UE receives the configurations for selective activation [3]. RAN3 should follow RAN2's decision on this mechanism, which could be achieved by adding a new indication to the S-NODE ADDITION REQUEST as agreed in the previous meeting. On the other hand, if the UE maintains only some of the candidate configurations indicated to be maintained, and the configurations without the indication are automatically released as in legacy CPC, RAN3 needs to add a new indication to the Xn message indicating whether or not each candidate cell should be maintained.  
Proposal 2:	RAN3 needs to follow the UE behavior in RAN2 regarding the mechanism for configuration maintenance.
Proposal 3:	If the UE maintains only some of the candidate configurations indicated to be maintained, and the configurations without the indication are automatically released as in legacy CPC, RAN3 needs to add a new indication to the Xn message indicating whether or not each candidate cell should be maintained.
Conclusions and Proposals
Our proposals are summarized below.
Observation 1:	Candidate cell activation/deactivation is expected to have the gain of reducing UE power consumption.
Observation 2:	It is up to RAN2 how to indicate candidate cell activation/deactivation from the NW to the UE.
Proposal 1:	RAN3 should support the following NW signaling for candidate cell activation/deactivation: SN can activate/deactivate candidate cells adding new indication in SN Modification Required message.
Proposal 2:	RAN3 needs to follow the UE behavior in RAN2 regarding the mechanism for configuration maintenance.
Proposal 3:	If the UE maintains only some of the candidate configurations indicated to be maintained, and the configurations without the indication are automatically released as in legacy CPC, RAN3 needs to add a new indication to the Xn message indicating whether or not each candidate cell should be maintained.
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