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1. Introduction
[bookmark: Proposal_Beacon]Inter cell BM and a further optimized L1 measurements will play important role in bringing down the mobility latency and data interruption time towards fulfilling the R18 mobility enhancement objectives. This document looks at the functionality available from Rel. 17 that can be used as baseline and takes a first look at the further work required.
2. Discussion

In the last meeting the following agreement was reached:
	ICBM is one scenario considered for L1L2 mobility, but is not the only one, and is not a prerequisite for using L1L2 mobility.




If the release 17 ICBM and concept of “additional cell” is extended, then the UE can perform Beam Management, extending multi TRP scenario to non-serving cells, across candidate configuration. Further, beams from a more “promising” candidate can be consolidated into cell quality, ultimately resulting into mobility e.g., when the target SpCell quality satisfies a certain threshold. This is of course a simplified picture, and it needs to be seen if non-active TRPs from R18-additional cells can be “maintained” without needing to frequently update the mTRP/ additional cell configuration in the UE?
Further, RAN2 wants to focus initially on PCell mobility, and it should be possible to also “move” the CA configuration along with the PCell, as seen from the below agreements:
	R2 will initially focus on PCell mobility. 
R2 assumption: Rel-18 L1/L2 mobility includes both non-CA (PCell only) and CA scenarios (PCell and SCell). This includes the following cases
a) the target PCell/target SCell(s) is not a current serving cell (CA  CA scenario with PCell change)
b) FFS the target PCell is a current SCell
c) FFS the target SCell is the current PCell.
DC scenarios are FFS (e.g. PSCell mobility may be a low hanging fruit FFS). 




As the “additional cell” concept has been standardized in Rel. 17 already, this should be exploited to see if this can provide mobility opportunity in a wider area, where the “additional” cell may not be linked directly to a current serving cell and may stay as part of a deactivated configuration until a certain mobility near to this additional cell takes place.
Proposal 1: RAN2 kindly discuss how to extend Additional Cell feature from Rel. 17 to fulfill Rel. 18 Mobility Enhancements.

It was agreed that measurement delay reduction can be considered in this work. And some companies in RAN2 assume that L1 measurements can be used to trigger L1L2 mobility. The majority supports that dynamic switching can be triggered based on L1 measurement report. L1 based event triggering can’t use L3 filter but likely RAN1 can share their opinion on this including a possible remedy to ensure that event triggering in L1 are as stable as when using L3 based filtering. Therefore, we proposed below that L1 event-based measurement report should be further considered.
Proposal 2: L1 event-based measurement report should be considered.
3. Conclusion

[bookmark: _Annex]In this contribution, following proposals are made:
Proposal 1: RAN2 discus further how to extend Additional Cell feature from Rel. 17 to fulfill Rel. 18 Mobility Enhancements.
Proposal 2: L1 event-based measurement report should be considered.
