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Introduction
In this paper, we share our view on the remaining issues for fast SCell/SCG setup.
Discussion
During R18 Mobilty RAN4 define RRM requirement for following features : 
1) Subsequent Conditional PSCell Changes
2) CHO with PSCell change
3) CHO with CPC
4) FR2 CA/DC setup improvement. 
CHO with PSCell change, the only difference is about Tprocessing which is same as HO with PSCell. Since CHO is verified from other test and HO with PSCell is also verified during R17, RAN4 does not need to define test case for CHO with PSCell change. Each CHO and PSCell change will be verified during other RRM test case. 
Observation : CHO with PSCell change is verified during legacy CHO test case and HO with PSCell test cases. 
Proposal : Test cases for CHO with PSCell change is not needed. 
Subsequent conditional PSCell changes will have new protocol. RAN4 can reuse existing PSCell changes configuration for defining multiple conditional PSCell changes configuration. In order to reduce the test timeline, two PSCell changes configuration is enough to verify the feature.
Proposal : RAN4 reuse existing PSCell changes configuration for defining multiple conditional PSCell changes. RAN4 consider two PSCell changes configurations for the subsequent CPC test case.
CHO with CPC has two scenarios 1) CHO-only execution 2) CHO and CPC execution. For CHO-only execution, the requirement is same as legacy CHO, therefore RAN4 does not need to define the test case for CHO-only execution.
Proposal : The test case for CHO-only during CHO with CPC is not needed.
Since RAN4 define verification window for X, the test supposed to check whether UE report the certain frequency carrier or not. However, it is difficult to control UE measurement behavior especially when multiple frequency layers are configured for EMR. There is simple example with two FR2 frequencies configured for EMR CA/DC setup. 
· UE A : measure band A first and then band B.
· Band B is only valid from the validity check with X sec. 
· UE A will report band B.
· UE B : measure band B first and then band A.
· Band A is only valid from the validity check with X sec.
· UE B will report band A.
Depending on UE implementation, different UE can report different band for the same scenario. Therefore, it is very difficult to define the test case makes all UE have same results. Due to difficulties of defining fair test case, RAN4 shall not define the test case for FR2 CA/DC setup improvement. 
Observation : UE IDLE/Inactive measurement behavior is not same when multiple frequency layers are configured. Different UE can report different frequency layers depending on their measurement behavior for the same test case. For example, 
· UE A : measure band A first and then band B.
· Band B is only valid from the validity check with X sec. 
· UE A will report band B.
· UE B : measure band B first and then band A.
· Band A is only valid from the validity check with X sec.
· UE B will report band A.
· If X is large enough, UE A and UE B will report for band A and band B. It cannot verify whether UE follow new RRM requirement or not. 
· Assume there is only one carrier for FR2 CA/DC setup measurement, it is not clear whether UE is not reporting due to window X or just not reporting. 
Proposal : Due to difficulties of defining valid test case, RAN4 will not define the test case for FR2 CA/DC setup improvement.
Conclusions
Observation : CHO with PSCell change is verified during legacy CHO test case and HO with PSCell test cases. 
Proposal : Test cases for CHO with PSCell change is not needed. 
Proposal : RAN4 reuse existing PSCell changes configuration for defining multiple conditional PSCell changes. RAN4 consider two PSCell changes configurations for the subsequent CPC test case.
Proposal : The test case for CHO-only during CHO with CPC is not needed.
Observation : UE IDLE/Inactive measurement behavior is not same when multiple frequency layers are configured. Different UE can report different frequency layers depending on their measurement behavior for the same test case. For example, 
· UE A : measure band A first and then band B.
· Band B is only valid from the validity check with X sec. 
· UE A will report band B.
· UE B : measure band B first and then band A.
· Band A is only valid from the validity check with X sec.
· UE B will report band A.
· If X is large enough, UE A and UE B will report for band A and band B. It cannot verify whether UE follow new RRM requirement or not. 
· Assume there is only one carrier for FR2 CA/DC setup measurement, it is not clear whether UE is not reporting due to window X or just not reporting. 
Proposal : Due to difficulties of defining valid test case, RAN4 will not define the test case for FR2 CA/DC setup improvement.
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