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Abstract of the contribution: Introduction evaluations and conclusion update for KI#2. 
1. Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc352077766]This paper introduces updates for the evaluation for solutions related to KI#2 and interims conclusion for KI#2
2. Discussion
[bookmark: _Toc510607499][bookmark: _Toc518306733]This paper proposes the following conclusion points to TR 23.700-68 clause 7 and clause 8.  
For the evaluation for KI#2, sol#4 and sol#5 evaluations are added now.
For the conclusion, it’s clear based on the analysis that the existing mobility procedure can be used when UE moves between MBSRs and between MBSR and gNB. 
The remain question is if there is any optimisation is needed on top of existing mobility procedures. This has RAN dependency and can be further discussed after RAN response.  
3. Proposal
This paper proposes the following conclusion points to TR 23.700-68 clause 7 and clause 8.  

* Start of change * 
[bookmark: _Toc112738616]7.2	Evaluations for KI#2
Editor's note:	Further evaluation need to be considered.
There are four solutions addressing Key Issue#2 Efficient mobility for UEs connecting to/disconnecting from mobile base station relay, i.e. solution# 3, solution#4, solution#5, and solution#11.
Among the solutions:
-	Solution #3 addresses only KI#2, and reuses the existing procedures for different scenarios of per UE mobility, including UE mobility between MBSRs, UE mobility between MBSR and macro base station. Solution#3 does not have any normative impact, although further verification by RAN WGs is needed. Solution#3 does not address any optimization for the mobility of a group of UEs.
-	Solution #4 addresses slightly on KI#2, and it reuses the normal procedures for UE mobility between MBSR and gNB. For the case of UE mobility between different MBSRs, the existing mobility procedure is still applied, but the UE contexts in NG-RAN and AMFs are updated with new information related to “Link ID” (AMF ID serving UE, Unique ID) using extra steps. The main usage of “Linked ID” and “moving together” is more specific for KI#3.
-	Solution #5 is largely based on solution#4 and also addresses on KI#2 with specific flows for CM-IDLE mode and CM-CONNECTED mode mobility. The solution reuses the existing procedures for UE mobility between MBSR and gNB. For the case of UE mobility between different MBSRs, the existing mobility procedure is still applied, but the UE context in NG-RAN and AMFs are updated with information related to “Link ID” (AMF ID serving UE, Unique ID) with extra steps. The maintaining of  “Linked ID” information in UE context is more specific for KI#3.
-	Solution #11 addresses KI#2. It proposes to reuse the mechanism for NTN scenario that MBSR broadcast service time for influencing cell reselection and handover before MBSR is out of service in order to reduce service interruption. The use of such mechanism for MBSR instead of NTN operation needs verification by RAN WGs.
The solutions have RAN impact as following and need RAN coordination:
1)	Solution #11 requires NG-RAN to enable the MBSR (IAB-DU) broadcasting time event information that is received by the MBSR (IAB-UE) via NAS message.

* Next change * 
[bookmark: _Toc112738623]8.2	Conclusions for KI#2
Editor's note:	This clause includes interim conclusions, and needs further study.
For KI#4, the conclusions are:
-	existing mobility procedures can be used to for UE mobility between MBSRs, and between MBSR and gNB.

* End of changes * 




