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1	Introduction
In RAN2#119bis-e meeting, the following agreements on SPR were taken-
Agreements
1	RAN2 confirms the scenarios for SPR for NR-DC, including:
•	SN- and MN-initiated classic PSCell change / CPC
•	Intra-SN classic PSCell change / CPC
•	Classic Addition / CPA
1a	RAN2 will discuss HO with SN change later, after the basic solution for SPR is known
2	Given that PSCell addition is proposed by all companies, SPR is used as the abbreviations to use for the feature.
3	RAN2 confirm to prioritize NR-DC scenario for SPR.
4	SHR solution is taken as baseline for the SPR in terms of configuration and reporting at high level. Details of the configuration and report need to be tailored/customized/new message per use case.
5	Network configures SPR configuration IE for the UE, with at least the following triggering conditions:
•	T310 triggering condition
•	T312 triggering condition
•	T304 triggering condition
5a: Other triggering conditions are FFS
5b: Values of the triggering conditions are FFS
5c: Which node configures the triggering condition is FFS. 
6	RAN2 agree to the following:
A.	SPR configuration is configured by network through otherConfig 
B.	SPR is fetched via UE Information Request/Response procedure

7	UE logs at least the following information and measurements in the SPR IE (other information and measurements are FFS).
a)	Source PSCell info (cell ID, measurement result)
b)	Target PScell info (cell ID, measurement result)
c)	Neighbour Cells info (cell ID, measurement result, CPAC Candidate cells flag)
d)	Success PSCell change/addition cause value (e.g., t304, t310, t312 cause, etc.)
f)	The time elapsed between the CPAC execution towards the target cell and the corresponding latest CPAC configuration received for the selected target cell 

7a: FFS on whether to reuse CHO candidate cell flag for the CPAC candidate cells or define a new flag to indicate CPAC candidate cell.
7b: FFS on whether to include or on conditional inclusion of random access related information.
7c:	FFS on Location Information


In this contribution, we discuss further on two features including:
1- Successful PSCell change/addition report (SPR)
2- Inter RAT SHR
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	SPR for NR-DC
[bookmark: _Hlk118379630]Along with the FFSs from RAN2#119bis-e meeting, during RAN3#117bis-e, the LS R3-226003 was sent to  to RAN2 [R3-226003] with the following questions on SPR:
[bookmark: _Hlk116574429]Q6. Whether the SPCR can be stored at the UE and sent later to the gNB or is sent immediately after the successful PSCell change or addition?
Q7. Which node (MN or SN) retrieves the SPCR from the UE?
Q8. Which node (MN or SN) sends the Successful PSCell Change/Addition configuration to the UE?

The following sections are organized in to SPR configuration, reporting and report contents, respectively.

SPR configuration aspect:
In RAN2#119bis it was agreed that at least T304, T310, T312 timers would be used as the triggering configuration of SPR. However, an open question is which node would configure the UE with SPR configuration. In our opinion, this is tied to different aspects, and should be analyzed based on triggering condition.
[bookmark: _Toc118437603]Node configuring the SPR configuration to UE depends on the triggering condition e.g., T304 based triggering condition is only configured by the target PSCell.
For example, T304 timer related triggering conditions can be set by the target PSCell similar to HO and the T304 timer based threshold in SHR configuration. By setting it in the RRCReconfiguration message compiled by the target SN, the configuration remains transparent to other nodes involved in the SPR (such as MN or the source SN) and specification impacts are avoided. Hence similar to T304 timer based thresholds in SHR configuration, for the SPR configuration i.e., target PSCell sets a SPR triggering threshold for T304 timer value, upon reaching the configuration, the UE stores SPR configuration including the timer T304 based threshold.
[bookmark: _Toc118389193]T304 related triggering condition is set by the target PSCell. The triggering condition is a threshold percentage; 
[bookmark: _Toc118389194]UE logs SPR when ratio of T304 timer value and the maximum T304 value is above the configured T304 threshold.
On the other hand, T310 and T312 timers are related to source PSCell and PSCell change can be initiated by both MN and SN. It would be natural to configure the UE with SPR configuration along with the PSCell change command. In addition the node that initiates the PSCell change might be the first consumer of the SPR and configuring the SPR configuration (in particular T310 and T312 based conditions) seems intuitive for the initiating node. Hence, we propose that node initiating the PSCell change procedure sets the triggering condition for T310 and T312 timers.
[bookmark: _Toc118389195]T310 and T312 timer related triggering conditions are set by node initiating the PSCell change procedure. i.e., for MN initiated SN change, MN configures the T310 and T312 related triggering conditions; for SN initiated SN change, source SN configures the T310 and T312 related triggering conditions.
However, for MN initiated PSCell change, MN is unaware about the T310/T312 timer values set by the source PSCell and thus is unable to set a threshold value without coordination with the SN. Since this is a per UE configuration, such coordination incurs additional overhead for MN in the preparation phase of the PSCell change procedure. In order to resolve this issue with minimum cost and complexity while gaining the same level of information, we propose to define binary flags for the T310 and T312 based triggering condition  e.g., if the timer T310 associated flag is set and the timer T310 was running before execution of the PSCell change, UE logs SPR report for the PSCell change. Please note that the MN does not need to know the exact value of the T310 and T312 timer values to request the UE to trigger the SPR when such timers are running at the source PSCell i.e., when source PSCell is close to failure.
[bookmark: _Toc118389196]RAN2 define binary flags for T310 and T312 timer based thresholds to trigger SPR if the timer T310 or T312 were running before execution of the PSCell change.
In addition, the conditional PScell change or addition is also to be considered in the SPR discussion. We think optimizations concerning the conditional reconfiguration for the PSCell change/addition can be taken into account. For example, configuring two events for conditional reconfiguration is a delicate task for the network as setting to sub-optimal values can cause the configuration to be lingering at the UE for a long time. Hence the time between triggering two events (e.g., A3 and A5 events) configured for conditional reconfiguration for PSCell, can be subject to optimization and SPR can be generated for conditional reconfiguration in case the time between fulfilling both events is above a certain threshold. 
[bookmark: _Toc118437604]Setting two events for conditional PSCell change/addition is a delicate task and sub-optimal configuration may lead to sub-optimal performance of PSCell change/addition operation.
[bookmark: _Toc118437605]The time elapsed between fulfilling first and second events (e.g., A3 and A5 events) configured as part of conditional CPAC can be subject to optimization.

In addition, the time elapsed since receiving of the CPAC configuration to the time of execution of CPAC is yet another important parameter to optimize. 
[bookmark: _Toc118437606]The time elapsed since receiving the CPAC configuration to the time of CPAC execution can be subject to optimization.

Moreover, in NR-U, UE may experience LBT issues during a successful PSCell change and such information would be valuable to network. Thus, we think the UE can trigger SPR when experiencing LBT issues during CPAC operation.
[bookmark: _Toc118437607]When the UE is in dual connectivity with a NR-U PSCell the UE can log SPR when it experiences LBT issue during CPAC operation.


[bookmark: _Toc118389197]SPR is triggered based on the following additional triggering thresholds:
- time between CPAC events threshold
- time between receiving CPAC configuration to the execution of the CPAC
- Experiencing LBT issues during CPAC execution

SPR reporting mechanism:

In RAN2#119bis-e meeting, it was proposed that the UE removes the SPR report upon state transitions and/or upon performing PSCell changes. In our opinion, this solution reduces overhead on both UE and network nodes.
[bookmark: _Toc118389198]UE removes the last stored SPR upon
- State transition (RRC_CONNECTED to RRC_INACTIVE/IDLE)
-executing reconfiguration with sync on PCell or PSCell.
Thus, similar to RACH and MHI reports, serving MN may collect the report.
[bookmark: _Toc118389199]MN collects the SPR from the UE.
Content of the SPR:
As proposed before, network sets T310/T312 timer triggering conditions as a binary flag, the UE includes the value of T310/T312 during execution of PSCell change in the SPR.
On the FFS of reuse CHO candidate cell flag for the CPAC candidate cells or define a new flag to indicate CPAC candidate cell, we note that if the SPR fetching is done immediately, MN knows the candidate cells and no additional information from the UE is required. 
On the other hand, inclusion of random access related information remains an open question. We’d like to point that in SHR, ra-informationCommon is only included if it was triggered due to T304 timer trigger. We’d like to follow the same principle for SPR. Furthermore, location information inclusion is already agreed in RAN3 and same should be followed in RAN2.
Based on the discussions above, including the SPR triggering thresholds and requirements to correlate the SPR with other SON reports like RLF report, we propose that RAN2 agree to include at least the following contents to the SPR.

[bookmark: _Toc118389200]UE logs the following additional information in the SPR report:
[bookmark: _Toc118389201]Value of T310 and T312 timers at the time of execution of PSCell change if the timers were running before PSCell execution
Random access related information if SPR is triggered due to T304 related triggering conditions or consistent LBT failure if LBT recovery configuration was configured
Location information, if available.
Time elapsed between the initiation of the last CPAC execution towards the target PSCell and the reception of the latest CPC for this target PSCell.
LBT related information and measurements when operating in NRU


3	Inter-RAT SHR
3.1	Inter-RAT SHR; LS from RAN3
[bookmark: _Hlk118289330]During RAN3#117bis-e, IRAT SHR was discussed and resulted in LS R3-226003 to RAN2. The LS contains the following parts regarding IRAT SHR.
[bookmark: _Hlk118300419]Inter-RAT SHR

RAN3 agreed to support T310 and T312 related triggers for inter-RAT SHR from NR to LTE. But there was no consensus on whether to also support T304 trigger for inter-RAT SHR from NR to LTE. Considering this might impact RAN2 specifications (including LTE specifications), RAN3 has the following questions:

Q1. Is RAN2 planning to impact LTE specifications to support inter-RAT SHR?
[bookmark: _Hlk118380259]According to the WID (RP-221825), the objective is to “… specify data collection enhancement in NR for SON/MDT purpose.”. This implies minimizing or even abstaining from impacting LTE specifications. For the topic of inter-RAT SHR, Ericsson believe that no changes are needed to LTE specifications. 
[bookmark: _Toc118437608]The WID supporting inter-RAT SHR specifically mentions NR but not LTE.

Q2. Whether T304 trigger for inter-RAT SHR from NR to LTE is to be supported
According to the WID, the purpose of the WI is to improve mobility for NR, but not for LTE. As T304 is configured by the target (LTE) node in a handover from NR to LTE, and T304 can only be used for improving mobility for LTE, we believe that there is no support in the WI for T304.
[bookmark: _Toc118437609]The WID does not support using timer T304 for inter-RAT SHR from NR to LTE.
As the target (LTE) node cannot use SHR for improving its handover performance (as a target), an alternative is to further improve the source node’s ability to choose the correct target. One way of doing so is to augment the SHR for NR-to-LTE handovers with additional information. We suggest to supplement the SHR for NR-to-LTE with additional IEs counting the number of RACH attempts made for the successful handover, as well as a flag on whether contention was present or not. For observations and proposal, see clause 3.2.

Q3. If yes to Q2, whether the inter-RAT SHR is always encoded in source RAT format or can be encoded based on the RAT format which generates the inter-RAT SHR trigger condition (e.g., inter-RAT SHR encoded in NR format for T310/T312 triggers and in LTE format for T304 triggers for inter-RAT HO from NR to LTE)?

Assuming that the answer to Q2 is yes, the UE would need to be able to compile SHR both for NR and LTE, as timers for both NR and LTE are used as triggers. As SHR is not even specified for LTE, this would need an extra effort for 3GPP, and is clearly against the intention of the WID.
Furthermore, for the scenario that e.g., T310 and T304 trigger SHR at the same handover, SHRs would then need to be compiled for both NR and LTE, as LTE nodes would not be able to understand NR SHRs. This adds extra complexity without clear benefit for the network.
[bookmark: _Toc118437610]If T304 trigger for NR is supported for inter-RAN SHR from NR to LTE, a SHR needs to be sent to the LTE node using LTE format.
This suggests an even stronger “no” to Q2.

	Further RAN3 is not sure on the retrieval and reporting of inter-RAT SHR and would like to ask RAN2 the following question:
Q4. If yes to Q2, and if inter-RAT SHR is collected due to T304 triggers (configured by target LTE node), what is RAN2’s preference on the following two options?
Option 1: It is sufficient for UE to report the inter-RAT SHR once UE is back to NR
Option 2: The LTE node should have the capability to retrieve the inter-RAT SHR 




Option 1 would imply that the NR node will receive the SHR, extract relevant parts relevant for LTE, and then transfer that information to the LTE network. This would need the following additions to existing specifications:
1. Additions to NR handling of SHR for the purpose of LTE network improvement, 
2. Additions to Xn, NG and S1 protocols for transferring this information from a NR node to a LTE node
3. Addition of SHR to LTE.
Taking the minimization of impact on LTE specification as our principle in designing the IRAT SHR solution, this is overly complex and not in scope of the current WID.
[bookmark: _Toc118437611]Sending a LTE SHR to the NR node is possible in theory, but requires the LTE SHR to be sent to the target node using Xn, NG or S1, making for a clumsy solution. Furthermore, LTE specifications need to be augmented with SHR.

Option 2 would imply that the NR node receives NR related SHR, and the LTE node receives LTE SHR. As LTE SHR does not exist, this would need to be specified. Furthermore, the UE would need to be able to store two kinds of SHRs, one for NR and one for LTE.
[bookmark: _Toc118437612]Sending the LTE SHR to the LTE nodes requires LTE specifications to be augmented with a complete SHR concept.

	RAN3 further discussed on the potential contents for inter-RAT successful handover and agreed on the following: 
· Source NR cell information
· Target LTE cell information
· Measurement results for source, target and neighbours
· Cause to indicate which inter-RAT SHR triggering condition was met
· UE location Information
Considering there might be parallel discussion in RAN2, RAN3 would like to check the following:
Q5: Can RAN2 confirm the support for above parameters for inter-RAT SHR from NR to LTE? Whether the existing IEs defined in Rel-17 for intra-NR SHR can be reused is up to RAN2 decision.




We think that RAN2 can confirm the above contents, and also include the LTE related RACH information in the SHR e.g., number of RACH attempts while performing Inter-RAT SHR.
[bookmark: _Toc118437613]RAN2 can confirm the support for the parameters listed in Q5.

Based on above discussion and observations, we firmly think that RAN2 shall not impact LTE specifications in order to support inter-RAT SHR. We therefore propose to reply with his statement with a reply LS to RAN3.
[bookmark: _Toc118389202]RAN2 to reply to the LS from RAN3 asking RAN3 to note that RAN2 is not planning to impact LTE specifications to support inter-RAT SHR and T304 based threshold is not to be used as SHR triggering condition for Inter-RA HO.

3.2	Inter-RAT SHR; addition of RACH related information
[bookmark: _Hlk118382725]As the target (LTE) node cannot use SHR for improving its handover performance (as a target) as described in clause 3.1, an alternative is to further improve the source node’s ability to choose the correct target. 
The performance of the handover execution (in terms of handover interruption time) toward a target cell depends partly on the RA performance, in terms of number of RA attempts or, in general, the latency caused by the RA procedure as core procedure of the handover execution phase. Currently, the source gNB cannot select a suitable target cell based on the induced handover interruption time. Hence the handover decisions may lead to sub-optimal performance for inter-RAT handovers. 
To do so, we propose to augment the SHR for NR-to-LTE handovers with additional information. We suggest to supplement the SHR for NR-to-LTE handovers with:
1. A counter for the number of RA attempts made for the successful handover.
2. A flag on whether contention was present or not. 

To enable logging the SHR for the cases that RA attempts at the target causes sub-optimal performance during handover execution, we propose to enhance the SHR configuration with a triggering condition for the number of RA attempts e.g., when the number of RA attempts at the HO execution toward LTE cell is above a certain number the UE logs inter-RAT SHR. Hence, we propose the following:

Proposal 1 [bookmark: _Toc118389203]For Inter-RAT handover from NR to LTE, augment the SHR with a counter for the number of RA attempts made for the successful handover.
Proposal 2 [bookmark: _Toc118389204]For Inter-RAT handover from NR to LTE, augment the SHR with a flag on whether contention was observed for the successful handover.
Proposal 3 [bookmark: _Toc118388613][bookmark: _Toc118389205]RAN2 agree to enhance the inter-RAT SHR configuration with a triggering condition associated to the number of random access attempts toward the LTE cell. 

A draft reply to RAN3 LS is attached in the annex. 
[bookmark: _Toc118389206]RAN2 is requested to consider the attached draft reply of RAN3 LS.
4	Conclusion
In the previous sections we made the following observations: 
Observation 1	Node configuring the SPR configuration to UE depends on the triggering condition e.g., T304 based triggering condition is only configured by the target PSCell.
Observation 2	Setting two events for conditional PSCell change/addition is a delicate task and sub-optimal configuration may lead to sub-optimal performance of PSCell change/addition operation.
Observation 3	The time elapsed between fulfilling first and second events (e.g., A3 and A5 events) configured as part of conditional CPAC can be subject to optimization.
Observation 4	The time elapsed since receiving the CPAC configuration to the time of CPAC execution can be subject to optimization.
Observation 5	When the UE is in dual connectivity with a NR-U PSCell the UE can log SPR when it experiences LBT issue during CPAC operation.
Observation 6	The WID supporting inter-RAT SHR specifically mentions NR but not LTE.
Observation 7	The WID does not support using timer T304 for inter-RAT SHR from NR to LTE.
Observation 8	If T304 trigger for NR is supported for inter-RAN SHR from NR to LTE, a SHR needs to be sent to the LTE node using LTE format.
Observation 9	Sending a LTE SHR to the NR node is possible in theory, but requires the LTE SHR to be sent to the target node using Xn, NG or S1, making for a clumsy solution. Furthermore, LTE specifications need to be augmented with SHR.
Observation 10	Sending the LTE SHR to the LTE nodes requires LTE specifications to be augmented with a complete SHR concept.
Observation 11	RAN2 can confirm the support for the parameters listed in Q5.


Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	T304 related triggering condition is set by the target PSCell. The triggering condition is a threshold percentage;
Proposal 2	UE logs SPR when ratio of T304 timer value and the maximum T304 value is above the configured T304 threshold.
Proposal 3	T310 and T312 timer related triggering conditions are set by node initiating the PSCell change procedure. i.e., for MN initiated SN change, MN configures the T310 and T312 related triggering conditions; for SN initiated SN change, source SN configures the T310 and T312 related triggering conditions.
Proposal 4	RAN2 define binary flags for T310 and T312 timer based thresholds to trigger SPR if the timer T310 or T312 were running before execution of the PSCell change.
Proposal 5	SPR is triggered based on the following additional triggering thresholds: - time between CPAC events threshold - time between receiving CPAC configuration to the execution of the CPAC - Experiencing LBT issues during CPAC execution
Proposal 6	UE removes the last stored SPR upon - State transition (RRC_CONNECTED to RRC_INACTIVE/IDLE) -executing reconfiguration with sync on PCell or PSCell.
Proposal 7	MN collects the SPR from the UE.
Proposal 8	UE logs the following additional information in the SPR report:
Value of T310 and T312 timers at the time of execution of PSCell change if the timers were running before PSCell execution Random access related information if SPR is triggered due to T304 related triggering conditions or consistent LBT failure if LBT recovery configuration was configured Location information, if available. Time elapsed between the initiation of the last CPAC execution towards the target PSCell and the reception of the latest CPC for this target PSCell. LBT related information and measurements when operating in NRU
Proposal 9	RAN2 to reply to the LS from RAN3 asking RAN3 to note that RAN2 is not planning to impact LTE specifications to support inter-RAT SHR.
Proposal 10	For Inter-RAT handover from NR to LTE, augment the SHR with a counter for the number of RACH attempts made for the successful handover.
Proposal 11	For Inter-RAT handover from NR to LTE, augment the SHR with a flag on whether contention was observed for the successful handover.
Proposal 12	RAN2 agree to enhance the inter-RAT SHR configuration with a triggering condition associated to the number of random access attempts toward the LTE cell.
Proposal 13	RAN2 is requested to consider the attached draft reply of RAN3 LS.
[bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery]



Annex
Title:	Reply LS on inter-RAT SHR and SPCR
Response to:	LS R2-22xxxxx (R3-226003) on inter-RAT SHR and SPCR
Release:	Rel-18
Work Item:	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core

Source:	RAN2
To:	RAN3
Cc:	-

Contact Person:	
Name:	
E-mail Address:	

Send any reply LS to:	3GPP Liaisons Coordinator, mailto:3GPPLiaison@etsi.org 	

Attachments:	None


1. Overall Description:
RAN2 thanks RAN3 for their LS on inter-RAT SHR and SPCR
RAN2 would like to provide the following feedback on the points raised by RAN3:
Inter-RAT SHR
Q1. Is RAN2 planning to impact LTE specifications to support inter-RAT SHR?
· According to the WID (RP-221825), the objective is to “… specify data collection enhancement in NR for SON/MDT purpose.”. This implies minimizing or even abstaining from impacting LTE specifications. For the topic of inter-RAT SHR, RAN2 believe that no changes are needed to LTE specifications. 

Q2. Whether T304 trigger for inter-RAT SHR from NR to LTE is to be supported
· According to the WID, the purpose of the WI is to improve mobility for NR, but not for LTE. As T304 is configured by the target (LTE) node in a handover from NR to LTE, and T304 can only be used for improving mobility for LTE, and there is no support in the WI for T304.

Q3. If yes to Q2, whether the inter-RAT SHR is always encoded in source RAT format or can be encoded based on the RAT format which generates the inter-RAT SHR trigger condition (e.g., inter-RAT SHR encoded in NR format for T310/T312 triggers and in LTE format for T304 triggers for inter-RAT HO from NR to LTE)?
· Assuming that the answer to Q2 is yes, the UE would need to be able to compile SHR both for NR and LTE, as timers for both NR and LTE are used as triggers. As SHR is not even specified for LTE, this would need an extra effort for 3GPP, and is clearly against the intention of the WID.

Furthermore, for the scenario that e.g., T310 and T304 trigger SHR at the same handover, SHRs would then need to be compiled for both NR and LTE, as LTE nodes would not be able to understand NR SHRs. This adds extra complexity without clear benefit for the network.

This suggests an even stronger “no” to Q2.

	Q4. If yes to Q2, and if inter-RAT SHR is collected due to T304 triggers (configured by target LTE node), what is RAN2’s preference on the following two options?
· Option 1: It is sufficient for UE to report the inter-RAT SHR once UE is back to NR
· Option 2: The LTE node should have the capability to retrieve the inter-RAT SHR 



· Option 1 would imply that the NR node will receive the SHR, extract relevant parts relevant for LTE, and then transfer that information to the LTE network. This would need the following additions to existing specifications:
a. Additions to NR handling of SHR for the purpose of LTE network improvement, 
b. Additions to Xn, NG and S1 protocols for transferring this information from a NR node to a LTE node
c. Addition of SHR to LTE.
Taking the minimization of impact on LTE specification as our principle in designing the IRAT SHR solution, this is overly complex and not in scope of the current WID.
· Option 2 would imply that the NR node receives NR related SHR, and the LTE node receives LTE SHR. As LTE SHR does not exist, this would need to be specified. Furthermore, the UE would need to be able to store two kinds of SHRs, one for NR and one for LTE.


	RAN3 further discussed on the potential contents for inter-RAT successful handover and agreed on the following: 
a. Source NR cell information
b. Target LTE cell information
c. Measurement results for source, target and neighbours
d. Cause to indicate which inter-RAT SHR triggering condition was met
e. UE location Information
Considering there might be parallel discussion in RAN2, RAN3 would like to check the following:
Q5: Can RAN2 confirm the support for above parameters for inter-RAT SHR from NR to LTE? Whether the existing IEs defined in Rel-17 for intra-NR SHR can be reused is up to RAN2 decision.



· RAN2 confirm the above contents, and also include the LTE related RACH information in the SHR e.g., number of RACH attempts while performing Inter-RAT SHR.

Successful PSCell Change Report (SPCR)
RAN3 also discussed different aspects related to SPCR and have the following questions to RAN2:
Q6. Whether the SPCR can be stored at the UE and sent later to the gNB or is sent immediately after the successful PSCell change or addition?
· Indication of SPR availability is sent to network immediately after successful PSCell change or addition. UE sends SPR report upon network request. However, UE removes SPR upon performing a state change, e.g., moving from RRC_CONNECTED state to IDLE/INACTIVE state. UE also removes SPR upon reception of ReconfigurationWithSync message from network.

Q7. Which node (MN or SN) retrieves the SPCR from the UE?
· MN retrieves the SPR from the UE.

Q8. Which node (MN or SN) sends the Successful PSCell Change/Addition configuration to the UE?
· The node triggering PSCell change/Addition procedure is the node configuring T310/T312 related triggering condition. Furthermore, target SN configures T304 related triggering condition for SPR. 


2. Actions:

To RAN3 group.
ACTION: 	RAN2 kindly asks RAN3 to take the above feedback into account.

3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:
RAN2#121	27th February - 3rd March 2023		Athens, Greece

