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In the last RAN2#119e and RAN2#120, the agreements blow was reached regarding CHO including target MCG and candidate SCGs for CPAC in NR-DC.
	Agreement on RAN2#119e
Observation: Current RAN2 Stage-3 specifications can support CHO including target MCG and target SCG in Rel-17.
CHO configuration referring to or including CPC/CPA configuration (intended to be applicable together) can be supported.
FFS: When triggering CHO, UE perform CPC/CPA configuration to start CPC/CPA evaluation, FFS if CHO evaluation and CPC/CPA evaluation is concurrent or sequential.



	Agreement on RAN#120
Execution order: the UE doesn’t execute CPC/CPA unless CHO condition is fulfilled (regardless parallel or sequential evaluation)



In this contribution, we would like to share our considerations on some of the open issues.

Discussion
2.1 when to initiate CHO with CPAC execution 
For CHO with CPAC, both the evaluation conditions of CHO and the evaluation condition of CPAC associated with CHO will be configured to the UE. Therefore, there will be 3 cases for the evaluation conditions satisfaction. 
Case 1: Only the evaluation condition of CHO is satisfied
Case 2: Only the evaluation condition of CPAC associated with CHO is satisfied
Case 3: Both the evaluation condition of the CHO and CPAC associated with CHO are satisfied.
For case 1, only CHO will be triggered. For Case 2, it was already agreed in the last meeting that CPAC will not be executed unless the CHO condition is fulfilled. Therefore, case 2 shall not be considered. For case 3, both CHO and the CPAC that is associated with the CHO can be triggered because both their conditions are satisfied. The objective is to mitigate the UE throughput impact when the UE handovers to a target Pcell, which might associate with a PScell that does not have a good link quality. Among all the cases described, it is our understanding that case 3 can be used to trigger CHO with CPAC. 
Proposal 1: CHO with CPAC can be executed when both the evaluation conditions of the CHO and CPAC associated with CHO are satisfied.
2.2 The random-access procedure order when execute CHO with CPAC. 
Our understanding is that, the execution order that was agreed at the last meeting only limited the discussion scope for execution but did not mention the random-access procedure order when executing CHO with CPAC. When both the condition of CHO and the condition of CPAC associated with the CHO are satisfied, the question that arises is whether the UE be able to send random access to both target Pcell and target PScell simultaneously, or whether the UE can only send the random access to target Pcell and PScell sequentially. We think the scenario is similar to the inter-MN handover with SN change, as specified in TS37.340, in which a note as below mentioned about the random-access procedure order. CHO with CPAC can adopt the similar procedure.
//NOTE: The order in which the UE performs random access towards the MN and performs the random-access procedure towards the SN is not defined. //
Proposal 2: The random-access procedure order to the target MN of CHO and target SN of CPAC can be left to implementation.
2.3 Who initiates CHO with CPAC and who recommends the candidate cells
Our understanding is that the MN has to be the node to initiate CHO with CPAC. This is because the CPAC associated with the CHO is used to mitigate the UE throughput impact during the handover. The SN does not know the condition of MN and cannot manipulate MN to force the MN to make a handover decision. 
Proposal 3: MN will initiate the CHO with CPAC.
2.4 Who recommends the candidate cells
In terms of who can recommend the candidate Pcells, we think it can be the source MN and target MN. Source MN can choose the top-ranking Pcells according to the measurement results that it received from the UE. Source MN then can send its recommendation to the target MN. The target MN can select the candidate cell among the recommendations from source MN according to target MN’s resource allocation and then send the final decision to source MN. 
In terms of who recommends the candidate PScells, we think it can be the source MN, target MN or target SN. Source MN choose the top-ranking PScells according to the measurement results that it received from the UE. Source MN then sends its recommendation to the target MN. As the candidate PScells are supposed to be associated with candidate Pcells, the target MN can pick up the PScells that it prefers, then send the request to the target SN. While the target SN is the node who has the control of these candidate PScells, it can also recommend the preferable candidate PScells and reply to the target MN. The target MN can then, finally, forward to the source MN. 
Proposal 4: Source and target MN can recommend the candidate Pcells, while, source MN, target MN, and target SN can recommend the candidate PScells.
Conclusion
Proposal 1: CHO with CPAC can be executed when both the evaluation conditions of the CHO and CPAC associated with CHO are satisfied.
Proposal 2: The random-access procedure order to the target MN of CHO and target SN of CPAC can be left to implementation.
Proposal 3: MN will initiate the CHO with CPAC.
Proposal 4: Source and target MN can recommend the candidate Pcells, while, source MN, target MN, and target SN can recommend the candidate PScells.
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