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1. Overall Description:
RAN2 thanks SA2 for the LS on support of UE move between CAG cell of 5G Femto and CSG cell. 
RAN2 discussed RAN2 impact of the two solutions provided in the LS: 
· Solution1) The UE partitions CSG-CAG ID and constructs mapped CSG/CAG ID, and reports to the NG-RAN or E-UTRAN (depending on the considered mobility direction) as described in pCR (S2-2405814).

· Solution2) RAN recognizes the target CSG cell (or the target CAG cell) as an open cell during the handover (e.g., via local configuration) and the core network performs access control as described in pCR (S2-2405789).

RAN2 didn’t have time to discuss the technical aspects in detail, but the current RAN2 understanding is given as follows. 
RAN2 assumes that solution1 has RAN2 impact, including enhancement of E-UTRA cell CGI reporting procedure in NR specification, enhancement of NR cell CGI reporting procedure in LTE specification, and mapping functionality at UE between CSG ID and CAG ID to be introduced for the enhanced CGI reporting. 	Comment by Qualcomm: SA2 wants to know if this solution has RAN impact, not if it has RAN2 impact. Should be: “RAN2 assumes that solution1 has RAN2 impact, including…”
The majority of companies assume that solution2 is NW-based solution with no UE impact, from RAN2 perspective.  However, some companies raised concerns about handover failures and think that UE/RAN3 impact may be introduced if such failures are to be avoided, but RAN2 did not have a detailed discussion.	Comment by Qualcomm: SA2 is asking if this solution has RAN impact. We should answer that in RAN2’s discussion, no RAN impact could not be identified.

“However,” is not needed. It is sufficient to state that some companies have concerns related to handover failure, etc.

Propose rewording: 
“The majority of companies assume that solution 2 is a NW-based solution with no UE impact, from RAN2 perspective.  RAN2 could further not identify any RAN impact for this solution from RAN2 perspective. However, sSome companies…”	Comment by Lenovo: Suggest to stick with the agreement as minuted in the chair notes, see comment below.	Comment by Lenovo: Suggest to replace the complete text starting with "and …" by the highlighted agreement as shown below.

Agreement:

=>	Add that RAN2 didn’t have time to discuss the technical aspects.  
=>	Delete last part 
=>	Update: Majority of companies assume that solution2 is NW-based solution with no UE impact, from RAN2 perspective.  However, some concerns with handover failure have been raised, that may result in UE or RAN3 impact, but RAN2 hasn’t had time to have a detailed technical discussion.  
=>	The LS will be revised in  R2-2405942 

2. Actions:
To SA2
ACTION: 	RAN2 kindly asks SA2 to take the RAN2 feedback into account. 

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN2 Meetings:
TSG RAN2 Meeting #127		19 - 23 August 2024		Maastricht, The Netherlands
TSG RAN2 Meeting #127-bis 	14 – 18 October 2024		TBD, China				
