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1. Introduction
In RAN2#123bis [1], it was agreed that:
· It is assumed that L3 handover may happen while LTM is configured / evaluated / used. 

· P4: RAN2 confirms that during network triggered L3 HO / PSCell change, the UE does not autonomously release the LTM configuration.

· P5: RAN2 confirms that the RRCReconfiguration message to execute an L3 HO or PSCell change procedure may reconfigure (setup, release) the LTM configuration. 

· For the model of CSI report configuration, RAN2 to implement Option 2 (as in current RRC running CR).

· For the model of RS configuration, RAN2 to follow what indicated by RAN1 in the parameter list.

· The LTM CSI resource configuration is generated by the CU. Send an LS to RAN3 (include in LS below)

· The list of LTM CSI resource configuration is common for all the LTM candidate cells (as in current RRC running CR).

· RAN2 assumes that network can include the field spCellInclusion only if the SpCell is an LTM candidate cell. 

In this paper, we discuss on remaining issues for LTM RRC CR and other RRC aspects.
2. Discussion
2.1. T304 timer
In the previous meetings, it was agreed to reuse T304 timer for the LTM cell switch procedure and it is FFS whether new values for this timer are needed. In order to trigger RRC re-establishment procedure earlier to reduce the interruption for LTM cell switch, smaller values for T304 timer can be introduced and this would have less spec impact, so we propose:
Proposal 1 New values smaller than legacy ones for T304 timer should be supported.
2.2. Coexistence with CHO/CPC
In RAN2#121bis-e, it was agreed that while configured with LTM candidate cells, the UE can also execute any L3 handover command sent by the network. In the last meeting, some details of the coexistence with L3 handover / PSCell change were also agreed. The coexistence with other mobility procedures (CHO/CPC) was also discussed at the last meeting but no agreements were obtained related to this. Conditional reconfiguration procedures such as CHO and CPC were introduced in Rel-16/Rel-17 to improve robustness while LTM was introduced in Rel-18 to reduce interruption time. Improving robustness and reducing interruption time can be realized simultaneously by combining CHO/CPC with LTM, so we propose:
Proposal 2 While configured with LTM candidate cells, the UE can also execute any conditional reconfiguration procedure such as CHO and CPC.
For non-conditional case, it was confirmed in the last meeting that UE does not autonomously release the LTM configuration upon NW-triggered L3 HO / PSCell change and RRCReconfiguration message to execute an L3 HO or PSCell change procedure may reconfigure (setup, release) the LTM configuration. For UE-triggered CHO/CPC, we think RRCReconfiguration message to execute CHO/CPC can also be used for the RRC message to reconfigure the LTM configuration, which is the same principle as L3 HO/PSCell change. In this case, UE does not need to release the LTM configuration upon CHO/CPC execution autonomously.
Proposal 3 RRCReconfiguration message to execute CHO / CPC may reconfigure (setup, release) the LTM configuration.
Proposal 4 Upon CHO / CPC execution, UE does not autonomously release the LTM configuration.
According to [2], the purpose of Mobility session in RAN#124 is to close open issues and get the CRs in good shape, so we prefer not to change the specs additionally to support the coexistence LTM with CHO / CPC. If needed, we think it can be discussed in the maintenance phase.
Proposal 5 No additional spec change is needed for coexistence LTM with CHO / CPC (if there are some issues we can revisit this).
2.3. Remaining FFSes in draft CR
In [3], some FFSes are described as Editor’s Note.
Editor’s Note: FFS whether LTM can be configured in the RRCResume message.

For the RRCReconfiguration message embedded in the Rel-17 RRCResume message, this includes some configurations for the SCG. In addition to the RRCReconfiguration message, we prefer to configure LTM in the RRCResume message for both MCG and SCG because this can reduce signalling overhead. It might need additional spec change, but this change is small because only adding MCG configuration for the RRCReconfiguration message embedded in the Rel-18 RRCResume IE seems to be workable.
Proposal 6 Both MCG LTM and SCG LTM can be configured in the RRCReconfiguration message embedded in the RRCResume message.
Editor’s Note: FFS whether we need to indicate a BWP for the early TCI activation

For the legacy TCI-State IE, the DL BWP which the RS is located in is indicated by the QCL-Info field, but this field is absent if CSI-RS is not included as the RS associated with the corresponding TCI state. CSI-RS measurement for LTM candidate cells is not supported in Rel-18, so we propose:
Proposal 7 There is no need to indicate a BWP for the early TCI activation.
3. Conclusion

In this contribution, we made the following proposals:
Proposal 1
New values smaller than legacy ones for T304 timer should be supported.
Proposal 2
While configured with LTM candidate cells, the UE can also execute any conditional reconfiguration procedure such as CHO and CPC.
Proposal 3
RRCReconfiguration message to execute CHO / CPC may reconfigure (setup, release) the LTM configuration.
Proposal 4
Upon CHO / CPC execution, UE does not autonomously release the LTM configuration.
Proposal 5
No additional spec change is needed for coexistence LTM with CHO / CPC (if there are some issues we can revisit this).
Proposal 6
Both MCG LTM and SCG LTM can be configured in the RRCReconfiguration message embedded in the RRCResume message.
Proposal 7
There is no need to indicate a BWP for the early TCI activation.
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