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1	Introduction
RAN2 has discussed the inter-node message design for intra-SN S-CPAC in MN format last meeting and sent an LS to RAN3 in [1]. The agreements are given below.
· For intra-SN subsequent CPAC in MN format, the CG-CandidateList message is reused to transfer the prepared PSCell ID(s) and the associated candidate SCG configuration(s) from the source SN to the MN.
· For intra-SN subsequent CPAC in MN format, the candidateCellInfoListCPC and candidateCellInfoListSubsequentCPC within the CG-Config message are reused to transmit the execution conditions for the initial execution of subsequent CPAC and the following execution of subsequent CPAC, respectively.
· RAN2 understands both CG-Config message associated with the source SCG and CG-CandidateList message associated with candidate PSCell(s) can be included in one SN Modification Required message for intra-SN subsequent CPAC in MN format.

In this paper, we review the points above and provide our recommendations.
2	Discussion
What interests RAN3 is the last point of having both CG-Config and CG-CandidateList messages in the single SN Modification Required message.
[bookmark: _Hlk162967811]The discussion point in RAN2 was that both configurations, i.e., CG-Config associated with the source SCG, and CG-CandidateList associated with candidate PSCell(s) for intra-SN S-CPAC in MN format can be sent. Though whether the configurations must be sent in one XnAP message or not is not clearly identified. 
In TS 37.340, the SN-initiated modification procedure is used to trigger the configuration of intra-SN S-CPAC as depicted below.
The SN initiates the procedure when it needs to transfer an NR RRC message to the UE and SRB3 is not used to configure intra-SN CPC or intra-SN subsequent CPAC.
1.	The SN initiates the procedure by sending the SN Modification Required to the MN including the SN RRC reconfiguration message with CPC configuration or subsequent CPAC configuration.
2.	The MN forwards the SN RRC reconfiguration message to the UE including it in the RRCReconfiguration message.
3.	The UE replies with the RRCReconfigurationComplete message by including the SN RRC reconfiguration complete message. In case the UE is unable to comply with (part of) the configuration included in the SN RRC reconfiguration message, it performs the reconfiguration failure procedure. The UE maintains connection with source PSCell after receiving CPC configuration or subsequent CPAC configuration, and starts evaluating the execution conditions for the candidate PSCell(s).
4.	The MN forwards the SN RRC response message, if received from the UE, to the SN by including it in the SN Modification Confirm message.

To fulfill the objective of transferring both configurations to the UE, various options are outlined below.
Option 1: define new XnAP IE in the SN MODIFICATION REQUIRED message to include both containers referring to different RRC messages, while the presence are optional. The procedural text needs to be updated.
Option 2: define new RRC IE to include both CG-Config and CG-CandidateList, thus no change is foreseen for the single container in XnAP. The semantics description needs to be updated by adding new reference.
Option 3: allow the SN to send multiple SN MODIFICATION REQUIRED message to transfer the configurations.
Compared among the above, Option 1 would introduce additional complexity to the network when consolidating the two RRC messages. Option 2 would ask for RAN2’s change in their specification. Option 3 has no impact on any spec, and this can be fully left for implementation.

[bookmark: _Toc166219447]RAN3 agrees not to enforce one SN Modification Required message to transfer both CG-Config and CG-CandidateList. Instead, it leaves this decision to network implementations, as described in Option 3.
[bookmark: _Toc166219448]Agree the reply LS to RAN2 with the statement above.

3	Conclusion
In this paper we propose:
Proposal 1:	RAN3 agrees not to enforce one SN Modification Required message to transfer both CG-Config and CG-CandidateList. Instead, it leaves this decision to network implementations, as described in Option 3.
Proposal 2:	Agree the reply LS to RAN2 with the statement above.
[bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery]
4	References
[1] R3-243113, LS on inter-node RRC message for intra-SN SCPAC in MN format, RAN2
[2] R3-243747, [DRAFT] Reply LS on inter-node RRC message for intra-SN SCPAC in MN format, Ericsson
																																																																																																																																																										
