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1	Introduction
It was agreed in RAN2#125bis meeting that [1]:
For LTM MRO, RAN2 considers the following three connection failure cases:
-	Too late LTM
-	Too early LTM
-	LTM to wrong cell
For too late LTM, the following sub-cases are considered but we may down prioritize later (not limiting):
-	Case 1a: the UE detects RLF in source cell after receiving LTM candidate configurations and performs reestablishment procedure.
-	Case 1b: the UE detects RLF in source cell after receiving LTM candidate configurations, selects an LTM candidate cell, detects HOF with the selected LTM cell.
-	Case 1c: the UE detects RLF in source cell after receiving LTM candidate configurations, and successfully completes LTM execution with the selected LTM candidate cell.
For too early LTM, the following sub-cases are considered but we may down prioritize later (not limiting):
-	Case 2a: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell and performs reestablishment procedure with the source cell.
-	Case 2b: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell, selects the source cell which is also an LTM candidate cell, detects HOF with the source cell, and performs reestablishment procedure.
-	Case 2c: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell, and successfully completes LTM execution with the selected source cell which is also an LTM candidate cell.
LTM to wrong cell, the following sub-cases are considered but we may down prioritize later (not limiting):
-	Case 3a: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell and performs reestablishment procedure with the source cell.
-	Case 3b: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell, selects an LTM candidate cell which is different from the source or target one, detects HOF with the selected LTM candidate cell, and performs reestablishment procedure.
-	Case 3c: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell, and successfully completes LTM execution with the selected LTM candidate cell which is different from the source or target one.
RAN2 considers SHR, RA report and RLF for MCG LTM SON.
RAN2 will start work on MCG LTM.
RAN2 to study failure and near failure scenarios for CHO with candidate SCGs.

In this paper, we would discuss the details of MRO for R18 mobility features, including LTM, CHO with candidate SCGs and subsequent CPAC.
2	Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk98841749]2.1 MRO for LTM
We would start work with MCG LTM to mainly discuss RLF report, SHR and RA report for MCG LTM. 
To reduce interruption time during PSCell change procedure, SCG LTM is introduced in R18 with same priority as MCG LTM. SCG LTM failure case and even near failure successful SCG LTM case should be avoided to improve network performance, we can further discuss MRO for SCG LTM in next meetings.
2.1.1 MRO for connection failure in a LTM procedure
When a connection failure happens in a MCG LTM procedure, the UE may store MCG LTM failure related information, in general, it seems the existing RLF report can be reused to include the MCG LTM failure related information to assist network to perform MRO analysis and optimisation. Since a LTM procedure is triggered based on L1 measurement report, it is beneficial for the UE to report L1 measurement results when the connection failure happens. 
Moreover, considering when LTM execution attempt fails or HO fails, the UE performs cell selection, and if the selected cell is an LTM candidate cell and if network configured the UE to try LTM failure recovery after LTM execution failure, then the UE attempts LTM execution once, otherwise re-establishment is performed, therefore, besides cell id of previous/source cell, and cell id of the cell where connection failure happens, it is also beneficial to report the cell id of the LTM candidate cell in which the UE performs LTM failure recovery after LTM execution failure.
Proposal 1: RLF report can be enhanced to include MCG LTM failure related information, e.g. L1 measurement results when a connection failure happens, and the cell id of the LTM candidate cell in which the UE performs LTM failure recovery after LTM execution failure.
2.1.2 MRO for near failure in a LTM procedure
In legacy, SHR is introduced to detect sub-optimal successful handover, the SHR is not sent immediately after a successful handover execution, and only the latest successful handover execution is stored or reported by the UE. For MCG LTM, we should discuss whether SHR can be reused for MCG LTM or whether to introduce a new successful report, especially considering that subsequent LTM is supported in an MCG LTM procedure. If SHR is reused, we should further discuss whether only the latest successful LTM cell switch execution should be included in the SHR as legacy, or whether SHR should be enhanced to include multiple successful LTM cell switch executions.
Proposal 2: RAN2 to discuss whether SHR can be reused for MCG LTM.
Similar as connection failure, the UE may store near-failure successful MCG LTM related information to assist network to perform MRO analysis and optimisation. It is beneficial for the UE to report L1 measurement results (of source cell, or LTM candidate cell, or target cell) when the MCG LTM cell switch execution is successful.
Proposal 3: The UE can report L1 measurement results when MCG LTM cell switch execution is successful.
For analysis of such sub-optimal successful mobility, the UE may collect SHR based on the triggers configured by the network, if received, and makes the SHR available to the network. For legacy SHR, T310/T312/T304 related trigger threshold is configured by network to trigger SHR storing or generating at UE side. No matter whether we reuse SHR or introduce a new report to detect sub-optimal successful MCG LTM, we should further discuss which trigger condition can be configured for LTM e.g. whether to reuse T310/T312/T304 related trigger threshold or introduce new trigger condition. Since legacy T304 is reused for the LTM procedure, the T304 related threshold as legacy can be configured as trigger condition. On the other hand, since LTM Cell Switch Command MAC CE is introduced for LTM, we should take it into account for LTM specific trigger condition, for example, a threshold for the ratio in percentage between the elapsed T310 timer when reception of the LTM Cell Switch Command MAC CE and the configured value of the T310 timer, or, a threshold for the ratio in percentage between the elapsed T312 timer when reception of the LTM Cell Switch Command MAC CE and the configured value of the T312 timer, can be introduced as the trigger condition.
Proposal 4: Introduce LTM specific trigger condition(s) for successful report for MCG LTM:
· T310 related threshold, e.g. a threshold for the ratio in percentage between the elapsed T310 timer when reception of the LTM Cell Switch Command MAC CE for MCG LTM and the configured value of the T310 timer.
· T312 related threshold, e.g. a threshold for the ratio in percentage between the elapsed T312 timer when reception of the LTM Cell Switch Command MAC CE for MCG LTM and the configured value of the T312 timer.
· T304 related threshold as legacy.
2.1.3 RA report for a LTM procedure
In a LTM procedure, depending on the availability of a valid TA value, the UE performs either a RACH-less LTM or RACH-based LTM cell switch:
· the UE performs RACH-less LTM cell switch upon receiving the cell switch command: 
· if the TA value is provided in the cell switch command, the UE applies the TA value as instructed by the network. For this case, before cell switch command, early TA acquisition/UL synchronization procedure is triggered by PDCCH order to an LTM candidate cell, or the UE performs RACH for early UL synchronization or RACH for early TA acquisition;
· if UE-based TA measurement is configured, but no TA value is provided in the cell switch command, the UE applies the TA value by itself if available. 
· if no valid TA value is available, the UE performs RACH-based LTM cell switch upon receiving the cell switch command:
· the UE performs CFRA to the target cell, if contention-free Random Access Resources are provided in LTM Cell Switch Command MAC CE;
· or, the UE performs CFRA to the target cell, if no contention-free Random Access Resource is provided in LTM Cell Switch Command MAC CE, but contention-free Random Access Resources are provided in the RRC Reconfiguration message for the LTM procedure;
· or, the UE performs CBRA to the target cell, if no contention-free Random Access Resource is provided.
To optimize RA resources for LTM procedure, the UE may report L1 measurement results (of source cell, or LTM candidate cell, or target cell) during LTM procedure in the RA report. Additionally, for optimization of early UL synchronization or early TA acquisition, a new RA purpose to indicate that the random access procedure was triggered by a PDCCH order for early UL synchronization or early TA acquisition may be included in the RA report. 
Proposal 5: The UE can report L1 measurement results during LTM procedure, and a new RA purpose to indicate that the random access procedure was triggered by a PDCCH order for early TA acquisition, in the RA report.
2.2 MRO for CHO with candidate SCGs
When only a configuration of CHO with candidate SCG(s) is configured to the UE, the UE does not execute PCell change with PSCell addition/change until the execution conditions for both the candidate PCell and the associated candidate PSCell are met. In order to avoid the case that CHO with candidate SCG(s) can’t be executed due to either the CHO execution condition for candidate PCell or the CPAC execution condition for associated candidate PSCell or both are not met, R18 specified a complementary way that network may also configure at least one of a configuration of R16 CHO and a configuration of R17 CHO with SCG, together with the configuration of CHO with candidate SCG(s). In such a way, 
· If at least one candidate PCell satisfies the corresponding execution condition and the associated candidate PSCell satisfies the corresponding execution condition, CHO with candidate SCGs is performed, e.g. the UE detaches from the source MN, applies the stored corresponding configuration for that selected candidate PCell and the associated candidate PSCell.
· Else, if at least one candidate PCell satisfies the corresponding execution condition, and a target PSCell associated to this candidate PCell is configured to the UE, legacy R17 CHO with SCG is performed, e.g. the UE detaches from the source MN, applies the stored corresponding configuration for that selected candidate PCell and the associated target PSCell.
· Else, if at least one candidate PCell satisfies the corresponding execution condition and there is no associated candidate PSCell or there is no associated target PSCell, legacy R16 CHO is performed, e.g. the UE detaches from the source MN, applies the stored corresponding configuration for that selected candidate PCell.
In R19, when we discuss MRO for a failure or near-failure case in CHO with candidate SCG(s), the following cases should be considered:
· Case 1: CHO with candidate SCGs is performed, when only a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs is configured, or a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs and at least one of a configuration of legacy R16 CHO and a configuration of legacy R17 CHO with SCG are configured;
· Case 2: legacy R17 CHO with SCG is performed, when a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs and a configuration of legacy R17 CHO with SCG are configured, or, when a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs, a configuration of legacy R16 CHO and a configuration of legacy R17 CHO with SCG are configured;
· Case 3: legacy R16 CHO is performed, when a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs and a configuration of legacy R16 CHO are configured, or, when a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs, a configuration of legacy R16 CHO and a configuration of legacy R17 CHO with SCG are configured.
Proposal 6: In R19, the following cases should be considered for MRO for CHO with candidate SCGs:
· CHO with candidate SCGs is performed, when only a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs is configured, or a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs and at least one of a configuration of legacy R16 CHO and a configuration of legacy R17 CHO with SCG are configured;
· legacy R17 CHO with SCG is performed, when a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs and a configuration of legacy R17 CHO with SCG are configured, or, when a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs, a configuration of legacy R16 CHO and a configuration of legacy R17 CHO with SCG are configured;
· legacy R16 CHO is performed, when a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs and a configuration of legacy R16 CHO are configured, or, when a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs, a configuration of legacy R16 CHO and a configuration of legacy R17 CHO with SCG are configured.
2.2.1 MRO for connection failure in a CHO with candidate SCGs
In above Case 1 or Case 2, MCG failure (e.g. HOF or RLF) and/or SCG failure may occur. In above Case 3, HOF or RLF may occur. For any MCG failure (e.g. HOF or RLF), RLF report can be enhanced for the case that a connection failure occurs when CHO with candidate SCGs is performed or when legacy R17 CHO with SCG is performed or when legacy R16 CHO is performed. Also, for any SCG failure case, SCG Failure Information message can be enhanced for the case that a connection failure occurs when CHO with candidate SCGs is performed or when legacy R17 CHO with SCG is performed.
Proposal 7: RLF report is enhanced for the case that an MCG failure (e.g. HOF or RLF) occurs when CHO with candidate SCGs is performed or when legacy R17 CHO with SCG is performed or when legacy R16 CHO is performed.
Proposal 8: SCG Failure Information message is enhanced for the case that an SCG failure occurs when CHO with candidate SCGs is performed or when legacy R17 CHO with SCG is performed.
In Case 1, CHO with candidate SCGs is performed, it shows that CHO execution condition of a candidate PCell is fulfilled and corresponding CPAC execution condition of the associated candidate PSCell is fulfilled. 
In Case 2 or Case 3, CHO with candidate SCGs is not performed, it indicates that:
· CHO execution condition of a candidate PCell is fulfilled but CPAC execution condition of the associated candidate PSCell is not fulfilled; or, 
· CHO execution condition of a candidate PCell is not fulfilled but CPAC execution condition of the associated candidate PSCell is fulfilled; or, 
· neither CHO execution condition of a candidate PCell is fulfilled nor CPAC execution condition of the associated candidate PSCell is fulfilled.
When an MCG failure (e.g. HOF or RLF) and/or an SCG failure happens, to help network know whether/how to modify the configuration for the CHO with candidate SCGs procedure (e.g. optimize the CHO execution condition, CPAC execution condition, the list of CHO candidate PCell(s), or the list of CPAC candidate PSCell(s)), the type of the first fulfilled execution condition if any (e.g. CHO execution condition or CPAC execution condition) can be stored or reported by the UE in RLF report or SCG Failure Information message, additionally, time duration between two fulfilled execution conditions if any (e.g. the time elapsed between CHO execution condition is fulfilled and the associated CPAC execution condition is fulfilled) can be stored or reported by the UE in RLF report or SCG Failure Information message. If RAN3 agrees these parameters are beneficial for MRO, RAN3 can send an LS to RAN2 for further confirmation. 
Proposal 9: The type of the first fulfilled execution condition (e.g. CHO execution condition or CPAC execution condition) if any, and time duration between two fulfilled execution conditions if any, can be stored or reported by the UE in RLF report or SCG Failure Information message.
2.2.2 MRO for near failure in a CHO with candidate SCGs
A near-failure successful PCell change and/or a near-failure successful PSCell addition or PSCell change may happen in above Cases. For example, in Case 1, CHO execution and/or CPAC execution may be near-failure successful executions; in Case 2, a near-failure successful CHO execution and/or a near failure successful PSCell addition/PSCell change may happen; in Case 3, a near-failure successful CHO execution may occur.
For any sub-optimal successful CHO execution, R16 SHR can be enhanced when CHO with candidate SCGs is performed or when legacy R17 CHO with SCG is performed or when legacy R16 CHO is performed. For any sub-optimal successful successful PSCell addition or PSCell change or CPAC, R16 SHR can be enhanced when CHO with candidate SCGs is performed or when legacy R17 CHO with SCG is performed.
Proposal 10: SHR is enhanced for the case that a sub-optimal successful CHO occurs when CHO with candidate SCGs is performed or when legacy R17 CHO with SCG is performed or when legacy R16 CHO is performed.
Proposal 11: SPR is enhanced for the case that a sub-optimal successful PSCell addition or PSCell change or CPAC occurs when CHO with candidate SCGs is performed or when legacy R17 CHO with SCG is performed.
For legacy SHR or SPR, T310/T312/T304 related trigger threshold is configured by network to trigger SHR or SPR storing or generating at UE side. It seems that there is no issue to reuse legacy SHR or SPR trigger threshold. 
When CHO with candidate SCGs is performed, both CHO execution condition of the target PCell and corresponding CPAC execution condition of the associated target PSCell are fulfilled, there is a possibility that the time duration between the fulfilment of CHO execution condition and the fulfilment of CPAC execution condition is higher than a threshold, which may cause a near-failure successful CHO with candidate SCGs. Therefore, besides legacy T310/T312/T304 related trigger threshold, RAN2 can consider new trigger condition(s) for SHR or SPR for a CHO with candidate SCGs, e.g. a threshold related to time duration between fulfilment of CHO execution condition configured for the target PCell and fulfilment of CPAC execution condition configured for the associated target PSCell. When the time duration between fulfilment of CHO execution condition configured for the target PCell and fulfilment of CPAC execution condition configured for the associated target PSCell is higher than the threshold, SHR and SPR may be generated by the UE.
Proposal 12: RAN2 to introduce new trigger condition(s) for SHR or SPR for a CHO with candidate SCGs, e.g. a threshold related to time duration between fulfilment of CHO execution condition configured for the target PCell and fulfilment of CPAC execution condition configured for the associated target PSCell.
No matter what is the trigger condition(s) for SHR or SPR for a CHO with candidate SCGs, similar as failure case, to help network know whether/how to modify the configuration for the CHO with candidate SCGs procedure, the type of the first fulfilled execution condition (e.g. CHO execution condition or CPAC execution condition) can be stored or reported by the UE in SHR or SPR, additionally, time duration between two fulfilled execution conditions (e.g. the time elapsed between CHO execution condition is fulfilled and the associated CPAC execution condition is fulfilled) can be stored or reported by the UE in SHR or SPR.
Proposal 13: The type of the first fulfilled execution condition (e.g. CHO execution condition or CPAC execution condition) and time duration between two fulfilled execution conditions can be stored or reported by the UE in SHR or SPR.
2.3 MRO for subsequent CPAC
In R18, intra-SN subsequent CPAC initiated by the SN, inter-SN subsequent CPAC initiated by either MN or SN are supported. Subsequent CPAC is only supported for NR-DC. The subsequent CPAC mechanism is defined as a conditional PSCell addition or change procedure that is executed after a PSCell addition, a PSCell change, a PCell change or an SCG release based on pre-configured subsequent CPAC configuration of candidate PSCell(s) without reconfiguration and re-initiation of CPC/CPA. The UE keeps the configured subsequent CPAC configuration (unless the network indicates to release it) and evaluates the execution conditions of candidate PSCells after completion of a PSCell addition, a PSCell change, a PCell change or an SCG release. 
In R19, to support MRO for subsequent CPAC, the following cases should be considered: 
-	MN initiated inter-SN subsequent CPAC;
-	SN initiated intra-SN subsequent CPAC;
-	SN initiated inter-SN subsequent CPAC.
[bookmark: _Hlk165896963]Proposal 14: In R19, the following cases should be supported for MRO for subsequent CPAC: 
· MN initiated inter-SN subsequent CPAC;
· SN initiated intra-SN subsequent CPAC;
· SN initiated inter-SN subsequent CPAC.
2.3.1 MRO for connection failure in a subsequent CPAC procedure
The following failure may happen in initial CPAC execution phase or following subsequent CPC execution phase in a subsequent CPAC procedure:
· an SCG failure occurs before initial CPC execution or following subsequent CPC execution is executed; 
· an SCG failure occurs during initial CPAC execution phase or following subsequent CPC execution phase, i.e. the UE fails to access the target PSCell of initial CPAC execution or following subsequent CPC execution;
· an SCG failure occurs shortly after successful initial CPAC execution or following subsequent CPC execution.
Failure in a subsequent CPAC procedure would impact system performance, the above failure cases shoule be considered for MRO. 
Proposal 15: To support MRO for SCG failure in a subsequent CPAC procedure, the following cases should be considered:
· an SCG failure occurs before initial CPC execution or following subsequent CPC execution is executed; 
· an SCG failure occurs during initial CPAC execution phase or following subsequent CPC execution phase;
· an SCG failure occurs shortly after successful initial CPAC execution or following subsequent CPC execution.
In legacy PSCell change or CPAC, SCG Failure Information message can be used by the UE to report SCG failure related information. Similarily, when a SCG failure happens in initial CPAC execution phase or following subsequent CPC execution phase, the SCG Failure Information message in Uu can be taken as the baseline for SCG failure ‎handling in R19,‎ enhancements if any can be further discussed in next meetings.
Proposal 16: MRO mechanism for CPAC can be taken as baseline for subsequent CPAC.
2.3.2 MRO for near failure in a subsequent CPAC procedure
In R18, SPR is introduced to detect sub-optimal successful PSCell addition or PSCell change or CPAC, RAN2 specified that the SPR is not sent immediately after a successful PSCell addition or PSCell change or CPAC, and only the latest successful PSCell addition or PSCell change or CPAC is stored or reported by the UE.
A near-failure successful CPAC execution may occur during initial CPAC execution phase or at least one following subsequent CPC execution phase. In legacy, SPR is introduced to detect sub-optimal successful PSCell addition or change, the SPR is not sent immediately after a successful PSCell addition or change, and only the latest successful PSCell addition or change is stored or reported by the UE. For subsequent CPAC, we should discuss whether SPR can be reused or whether to introduce a new successful report, especially considering that multiple CPAC executions are performed in a subsequent CPAC procedure. If SPR is reused, we should further discuss whether only the latest successful CPAC execution should be included in the SPR as legacy, or whether SPR should be enhanced to include multiple successful CPAC executions.
Proposal 17: RAN2 to discuss whether SPR can be reused for subsequent CPAC.
3	Conclusion
In this paper, the details of MRO for R18 mobility features are discussed. We have the following proposals:
MRO for LTM
Proposal 1: RLF report can be enhanced to include MCG LTM failure related information, e.g. L1 measurement results when a connection failure happens, and the cell id of the LTM candidate cell in which the UE performs LTM failure recovery after LTM execution failure.
Proposal 2: RAN2 to discuss whether SHR can be reused for MCG LTM.
Proposal 3: The UE can report L1 measurement results when MCG LTM cell switch execution is successful.
Proposal 4: Introduce LTM specific trigger condition(s) for successful report for MCG LTM:
· T310 related threshold, e.g. a threshold for the ratio in percentage between the elapsed T310 timer when reception of the LTM Cell Switch Command MAC CE for MCG LTM and the configured value of the T310 timer.
· T312 related threshold, e.g. a threshold for the ratio in percentage between the elapsed T312 timer when reception of the LTM Cell Switch Command MAC CE for MCG LTM and the configured value of the T312 timer.
· T304 related threshold as legacy.
Proposal 5: The UE can report L1 measurement results during LTM procedure, and a new RA purpose to indicate that the random access procedure was triggered by a PDCCH order for early TA acquisition, in the RA report.
MRO for CHO with candidate SCGs
Proposal 6: In R19, the following cases should be considered for MRO for CHO with candidate SCGs:
· CHO with candidate SCGs is performed, when only a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs is configured, or a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs and at least one of a configuration of legacy R16 CHO and a configuration of legacy R17 CHO with SCG are configured;
· legacy R17 CHO with SCG is performed, when a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs and a configuration of legacy R17 CHO with SCG are configured, or, when a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs, a configuration of legacy R16 CHO and a configuration of legacy R17 CHO with SCG are configured;
· legacy R16 CHO is performed, when a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs and a configuration of legacy R16 CHO are configured, or, when a configuration of CHO with candidate SCGs, a configuration of legacy R16 CHO and a configuration of legacy R17 CHO with SCG are configured.
Proposal 7: RLF report is enhanced for the case that an MCG failure (e.g. HOF or RLF) occurs when CHO with candidate SCGs is performed or when legacy R17 CHO with SCG is performed or when legacy R16 CHO is performed.
Proposal 8: SCG Failure Information message is enhanced for the case that an SCG failure occurs when CHO with candidate SCGs is performed or when legacy R17 CHO with SCG is performed.
Proposal 9: The type of the first fulfilled execution condition (e.g. CHO execution condition or CPAC execution condition) if any, and time duration between two fulfilled execution conditions if any, can be stored or reported by the UE in RLF report or SCG Failure Information message.
Proposal 10: SHR is enhanced for the case that a sub-optimal successful CHO occurs when CHO with candidate SCGs is performed or when legacy R17 CHO with SCG is performed or when legacy R16 CHO is performed.
Proposal 11: SPR is enhanced for the case that a sub-optimal successful PSCell addition or PSCell change or CPAC occurs when CHO with candidate SCGs is performed or when legacy R17 CHO with SCG is performed.
Proposal 12: RAN2 to introduce new trigger condition(s) for SHR or SPR for a CHO with candidate SCGs, e.g. a threshold related to time duration between fulfilment of CHO execution condition configured for the target PCell and fulfilment of CPAC execution condition configured for the associated target PSCell.
Proposal 13: The type of the first fulfilled execution condition (e.g. CHO execution condition or CPAC execution condition) and time duration between two fulfilled execution conditions can be stored or reported by the UE in SHR or SPR.
MRO for subsequent CPAC
Proposal 14: In R19, the following cases should be supported for MRO for subsequent CPAC: 
· MN initiated inter-SN subsequent CPAC;
· SN initiated intra-SN subsequent CPAC;
· SN initiated inter-SN subsequent CPAC.
Proposal 15: To support MRO for SCG failure in a subsequent CPAC procedure, the following cases should be considered:
· an SCG failure occurs before initial CPC execution or following subsequent CPC execution is executed; 
· an SCG failure occurs during initial CPAC execution phase or following subsequent CPC execution phase;
· an SCG failure occurs shortly after successful initial CPAC execution or following subsequent CPC execution.
Proposal 16: MRO mechanism for CPAC can be taken as baseline for subsequent CPAC.
Proposal 17: RAN2 to discuss whether SPR can be reused for subsequent CPAC.
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