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1. Introduction
In RAN2#121bis-e meeting, agreements [1] on mobile IAB were made as below: 
	RACH-less for mIAB scenario, if agreed in the end, will cover only the case of same-TA. 
Feasibility of beam handling during RACH-less HO in the mIAB WI is FFS (and this need to be addressed for RACH-less to be supported for mIAB). 
RAN2 discuss further the following options to support beam operation for the first UL transmission/DL reception towards the target logical DU in RACH-less HO during DU migration:
Option 1: (Explicit approach) Explicit beam information is included in HO command. FFS the details. 
Option 2: (Implicit approach) UE re-uses the same beam status as in the source cell (the beam information is not carried explicitly in HO command).
RACH-less HO with same TA with security key change is in scope for served UEs during mIAB DU migration. FFS UL grant and HO completion procedure in mIAB RACH-less HO.
FFS: May support CHO with CondT1 if it is “for free”, i.e. if TS impact is just to slightly modify the description to make it also applicable to TN. 



In this contribution, we will provide our views on mobility enhancement for mobile IAB.
2. Discussion
2.1 group handover
For group handover, three options were discussed in the previous meetings.
· Option 1: The RRC Reconfiguration messages are sent to the logical source IAB-DU, where they are withheld until a condition has been met, e.g., the IAB-MT has received its own handover command.  
· Option 2: The RRC Reconfiguration messages are sent to the UEs, where they are withheld until a condition has been met, which may be based on a broadcast or DCI indication by the logical source IAB-DU. 
· Option 3: Legacy CHO is configured on the UEs, and the handover execution is triggered by powering down/up the source/target logical IAB-DU cells. 

It was agreed in RAN2 #119bis-e that UE shall see two logical DU cells using separate physical resources during full migration. For Option 1, since the RRC Reconfiguration message received from source CU shall be withheld by source DU, the signaling delay on F1AP may be reduced. Furthermore, two logical DU cells using separate physical resources shall coexist for a certain period. Since the signaling of handover for all served UEs can be spread over the period, handover from source logical DU to target logical DU for the group of UEs can be graceful. 
For high-speed scenarios, some companies concerned whether the period is long enough to meet the stringent migration time requirements. Since the two logical DUs may have F1 transmission with their own donor CUs simultaneously over the mobile IAB-MT’s single link connection, the handover of UE can be performed before or after IAB-MT’s handover, so we think that Option 1 can work well in high-speed scenarios as well.
Observation 1: Option 1 is graceful for group handover and works well for high-speed scenarios.

For Option 3, when source logical DU is powered down and target logical DU is powered up, all served UEs shall be triggered almost at the same time to perform the handover procedure. For the current CHO implementation, if the corresponding CHO execution condition is satisfied, UE shall send the RRCReconfigurationComplete message to the target gNB to complete the handover procedure. Since all served UEs are triggered to transmit the message almost simultaneously, it may still cause signaling congestion and bring extra HO delay for some UEs. 
As suggested by other companies, condEvent T1, which is only supported for NTN, can be reused to control the time window for CHO execution. In this way, the CHO execution timing across UEs can be distributed to mitigate the signaling congestion. Since there is a minor change needed for the specification (i.e., to make condEvent T1 applicable in TN), RAN2 may consider applying condEvent T1 for TN if CHO is supported.
Proposal 1: RAN2 considers applying condEvent T1 for TN if CHO is supported.

Except for the trigger condition, Option 2 is quite similar to Option 3. But Option 2 needs to define a new trigger condition and hence has the most specification impact. Furthermore, option 2 does not support legacy UE. So we propose to deprioritize option 2.
Proposal 2: RAN 2 to focus on Option 1 and 3, and deprioritize Option 2.

2.2 RACH-less HO
When on-board UEs are moving together with the mobile IAB-node, the relative position between UE and IAB-node is relatively stationary, which implies that the timing advance and the beam for a UE may not be changed during mobile IAB-node’s migration. For this reason, RACH-less handover can be considered to reduce the signaling overhead and the overall handover time. It’s obvious that RACH-less HO can bring benefits for Rel-18 UEs, so we suggest that RAN2 introduces RACH-less handover in mobile IAB.
Proposal 3: RAN2 to introduce RACH-less handover in mobile IAB.

It’s known that RACH-less handover for LTE has been specified in Rel-14. The general procedure is as below:
· Source eNB indicates UE to skip RACH by configuring RACH-less HO (i.e., rach-Skip) in RRCConnectionReconfiguration, which includes timing adjustment indication and optionally preallocated uplink grant for accessing the target eNB. 
· If RACH-less HO is configured, UE performs synchronisation to target eNB. UE derives target eNB specific keys and configures the selected security algorithms to be used in the target cell. 
· When the RACH-less HO is configured, after the uplink grant is received, UE shall send the RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete message (C-RNTI) to confirm the handover. 
· The handover procedure is completed for the UE when the UE receives the UE contention resolution identity MAC control element from the target eNB. If the MAC CE is received, UE shall stop T304 timer and release the RACH-less HO configuration (i.e., rach-Skip).
We think LTE RACH-less HO with the same TA and security key changes can be a baseline if RACH-less group HO is supported for mobile IAB-node’s migration. Based on it, some optimization can be considered for mobile IAB.
Proposal 4: LTE RACH-less HO with the same TA and security key changes can be a baseline if RACH-less handover is supported for mobile IAB.

For timing advance, the similar mechanism in LTE RACH-less HO (i.e., by sending timing adjustment indication in rach-Skip) can be reused, but only apply to the case of the same TA. 
For beam management, explicit indication and implicit approach were discussed in the last meeting. From our perspective, since the relative position between on-board UE and IAB-node is relatively stationary and for the purpose of flexibility, a beam adjustment indication can be introduced to indicate whether beam information for the corresponding signal or channel shall be maintained for the target cell. If the indication is set, the latest beam information for the corresponding signal or channel (e.g., PUCCH, PUSCH, PDSCH, or PDCCH) shall be maintained and applied for the target cell of handover until new beam info is specified.
Proposal 5: An explicit beam adjustment indication can be introduced to indicate whether beam information shall be maintained during RACH-less HO.

For LTE RACH-less HO, UE needs to send RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete message to confirm the handover. Since the physical IAB-DU node is not changed and the timing advance is maintained during mobile IAB-node’s migration, we think that any dedicated uplink signal (e.g., PUCCH or SRS), or any PUSCH transmission on the pre-allocated uplink grant can be used to confirm the handover. In this way, congestion for group handover can be mitigated at least for Rel-18 UE. Furthermore, repetition may be applied to the uplink signal to improve the reliability of confirmation.
Proposal 6: For RACH-less group handover, dedicated uplink signal (e.g., PUCCH or SRS), or any PUSCH transmission on the pre-allocated uplink grant can be used to confirm the handover if timing advance is maintained.

As mentioned above, for LTE RACH-less HO, upon reception of UE contention resolution identity MAC CE, UE shall stop T304 timer and release the RACH-less HO configuration (i.e., rach-Skip). However, there is a small drawback here. Even if there is no buffered DL data, the network needs to schedule a PDSCH resource for the MAC CE. 
To overcome it, a mechanism like the response for BFR CFRA preamble can be used. For example, if PDCCH addressed to the C-RNTI (rather than UE contention resolution identity MAC CE) is received on a specific search space (e.g., rachLessSearchSpace), UE shall stop T304 timer and release the RACH-less HO configuration (i.e., rach-Skip).
Proposal 7: PDCCH addressed to the C-RNTI can be used to indicate the completion of RACH-less HO.

Summary
[bookmark: OLE_LINK3]This contribution provided our analysis on mobility enhancement for mobile IAB, and we propose to list all these possible solutions and the issues each solution can solve:
Observation 1: Option 1 is graceful for group handover and works well for high-speed scenarios.
Proposal 1: RAN2 considers applying condEvent T1 for TN if CHO is supported.
Proposal 2: RAN 2 to focus on Option 1 and 3, and deprioritize Option 2.

Proposal 3: RAN2 to introduce RACH-less handover in mobile IAB.
Proposal 4: LTE RACH-less HO with the same TA and security key changes can be a baseline if RACH-less handover is supported for mobile IAB.
Proposal 5: An explicit beam adjustment indication can be introduced to indicate whether beam information shall be maintained during RACH-less HO.
Proposal 6: For RACH-less group handover, dedicated uplink signal (e.g., PUCCH or SRS), or any PUSCH transmission on the pre-allocated uplink grant can be used to confirm the handover if timing advance is maintained.
Proposal 7: PDCCH addressed to the C-RNTI can be used to indicate the completion of RACH-less HO.
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