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1. Overall Description:
RAN WG2 thanks SA WG3 for the reply to the RAN2 LS on the security handling for inter-CU LTM in non-DC cases. Regarding the requirement on avoiding RRC signalling between cell switches, RAN2 discussed the issue and would like to provide the response as follows: 
RAN2 thinks avoiding RRC configuration between cell switches for subsequent inter-CU LTM is important and o.



other solutions that does not require RRC configuration also needs to be analysed in SA3 WG. This feedback is needed for RAN2 for further selection of solutions

Besides, RAN2 would like to clarify the definition of subsequent inter-CU LTM as follows: 
Following an inter-CU LTM switch, subsequent inter-CU LTM
 is done by repeating the early synchronization, inter-CU LTM cell switch execution, and inter-CU LTM cell switch completion steps without releasing, reconfiguring, or adding 
LTM candidate configurations after each inter-CU LTM cell switch completion.
RAN2 would like to further remind SA3 that the RAN2 WI assumes no impact to CN.

2. Actions

To SA3 group
ACTION: 
RAN2 respectfully asks SA3 to take the above RAN2 response into account. For the sake of completing WI, RAN2 requests SA3 to provide the feedback before RAN2#130(19 - 23 May 2025). 
3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:
TSG-RAN2 Meeting #129
17 - 21 February 2025
             Athens, GR

TSG-RAN2 Meeting #129bis
07 - 11 April        2025
             China, CN
�SA3 only indicated their prefered solution. I think solution selection still remains at RAN2. In our understanding if requested SA3 will start analysis “SA WG3 understands that, RAN WG2 is aiming to avoid RRC configuration/signalling between cell switches for subsequent LTM procedures. If it is necessary for the RAN WGs to avoid RRC signalling between cell switches, then SA WG3 can analyse further methods like,


-	Security threat of the unprotected MAC CE to deliver the NCC value.


-	Sending NCC value per candidate cell via RRC message during LTM preparation phase.





So we propose that LS includes some direction for SA3 to analyse other solutions


�So updated the above text with specific action for SA3 to proceed with analysis of other options


�We think that the security solution selection should be up to SA3. We should only provide what has already been agreed by RAN2, i.e. Reply to SA3 that RAN2 think avoiding RRC configuration between cell switches for subsequent inter-CU LTM is important and it needs to be respected in solution selection.


�Agree with Xiaomi to keep the original wording.


�The definition of subsequent LTM seems not to prevent all RRC configurations between LTM cell switches, but only that kind of RRC configurations which touch release/reconfigure/add candidate configurations. At this moment, the second paragraph is not aligned in this respect with the definition of the subsequent LTM given in the fourth paragraph.�So, suggest to change the second paragraph in following way: Change "avoiding RRC configuration" to "avoiding RRC configuration which release/reconfigure/add LTM candidate configurations".


Refer to 38.300 IPA CR R2-2409936,as quoted below,


A small change is made based on it.Hopefully it is acceptable to everyone.








//38.300 IPA CR, R2-2409936


9.2.3.5.2	C-Plane Handling


Cell switch command is conveyed in a MAC CE, which contains the necessary information to perform the LTM cell switch.


The overall procedure for LTM is shown in Figure 9.2.3.5.2-1 below. Subsequent LTM is done by repeating the early synchronization, LTM cell switch execution, and LTM cell switch completion steps without releasing, reconfiguring, or adding other LTM candidate configurations after each LTM cell switch completion. 








�I think “other” might not be accurate - it is in TS38.300 as the context is little different. But for SA3 definition, this might be better?


�SA3 need not spend time on solutions that impact CN.
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