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1. Introduction
The has been discussions last meeting on coexistence of Cell DTX/DTX and RACH-less with no conclusion made [1]:
R2-2403127	Coexistence of Cell DTX DRX and RACH-less LTM	OPPO	discussion	Rel-18	Netw_Energy_NR
Rely on the network implementation to support the coexistence of the cell DTX/DRX and RACH-less LTM (no spec impact).
-	Ericsson asks what is network implementation. We should either not support co-existance or we may need some spec impact.  If we go this way this may incur latency for LTM
-	Huawei doesn’t want to optimize the a cell in DTX/DRX for LTM
-	Nokia thinks that what Sharp proposed makes sense. Oppo thinks that this will impact UE power. Nokia thinks that this would be only for HO. Xiaomi supports proposals from Sharp.
-	LG thinks that this may be linked to the DRX behaviour discussion we had for RACHless and LTM.  Ericsson agrees that we should just adopt the same behavior, UE doesn’t follow DTX during HO.  
-	Qualcomm thinks that network can just deactivate DTX/DRX.  Ericsson thinks to support subsequent LTM we cannot deactivate. 
-	InterDigital indicates that we didn’t optimize DTX for low latency, like SR, so we shouldn’t further optimize.  
[bookmark: _GoBack]=>	No spec impact for now 
=>	Noted
[bookmark: _Toc12718547]In this paper, we share our understanding on this.
2. Discussion
Regarding co-existence issue, the following options can be considered:
· Option 1: Not support co-existence of Cell DTX/DRX and RACH-less.
· Option 2: Support co-existence of Cell DTX/DRX and RACH-less
· Solution 1: UE ignores the Cell DTX/DRX configuration there is an ongoing RACH-less LTM cell switch or handover procedure. Which means UE would perform RACH-less LTM or handover even in cell non-active period.
· Solution 2: UE follows the Cell DTX/DRX configuration and only perform RACH-less LTM cell switch or handover in cell DTX and DRX active period.
From our perspective, we do not see severe concern to support Cell DTX/DRX and RACH less together but would like to follow the Cell DTX/DRX configuration without many expectations otherwise network would not find gap to take a nap. 
With the above consideration, we prefer option 2 with solution 2.
Proposal 1: Support co-existence of Cell DTX/DRX and RACH-less LTM cell switch or handover. UE follows the Cell DTX/DRX configuration and only perform RACH-less LTM cell switch or handover in cell DTX and DRX active period.
For RACH-less LTM cell switch and handover, since the procedure is triggered by network and network can trigger such procedure during cell DTX/DRX active period. For RACH-less CHO, which is only supported in NTN, we understand UE can simply delay the procedure and wait for the cell DTX and DRX active period to perform it.
Proposal 2: For RACH-less CHO, which is only supported in NTN, UE would trigger CHO only in cell DTX and DRX active period.
3. Conclusion and proposals
Based on the analysis in previous sections, the following proposals are given: 
Proposal 1: Support co-existence of Cell DTX/DRX and RACH-less LTM cell switch or handover. UE follows the Cell DTX/DRX configuration and only perform RACH-less LTM cell switch or handover in cell DTX and DRX active period.
Proposal 2: For RACH-less CHO, which is only supported in NTN, UE would trigger CHO only in cell DTX and DRX active period.
4. Reference
[1] Draft_R2_125bis_Meeting_Report_v4



