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1	Introduction
This document is to discuss some remaining ASN.1 issues related to the generalization of RACH-less for other Rel-18 features.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
According to the RIL issue added in the latest ASN.1 review file, the following concerns are raised:
[RIL]: S268 [Delegate]: Samsung (Shiyang/Jonas)  [WI]: IAB/NTN/MULTI [Class]: 2 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: R2-240xxxx  [Proposed Conclusion]: -
[Description]: 
The current wording “corresponds to the NTA value of the source serving cell” is not specific enough, since for generalized and mIAB, the UE may be configured with multiple cells or multiple cell groups for CA, DC and even 2 TRPs with different TAs. The current wording may thus either cause confusion on which N_TA to use, or place severe restrictions on the UE only having a single serving cell. 
[Proposed Change]: 
The suggested change is to indicate either zero or a TAG ID for N_TA. We will bring a contribution on this.  

[RIL]: Q639 [Delegate]: QC (Umesh) [WI]: GEN, RACH-less, IAB, Mob, NTN, TEI18, Multi [Class]: 1 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: R2-24xxxxx [Proposed Conclusion]: v124
[Description]: RACH-less handover is generalized. However, in the field description of targetNTA, it is not clear whether it works in multi-TRP case.
[Proposed Change]: Clarify whether RACH-less HO is supported in multi-TRP case. We will provide a tdoc to discuss.
2.1	RIL issue S268
Generally speaking, when we talk about handover, we always refer to the change of PCell by the UE. In this case, “source cell” obviously refer to the serving PCell of the UE but, at the same time, there is no need to further clarify to what “source cell” point to as this term is widely used in TS 38.331 and there should be no room for any misunderstanding.
[bookmark: _Toc166229970]For the case of handover, we always refer to the change of the PCell. Therefore, when a handover procedure is triggered, the source cell is the source PCell of the UE.
According to this, we think that we should not further optimize the text to handle cases such as mTRP, as this may lead to further optimization in other parts of the specs, which were not the original intention when RAN2 decide to extend RACH-less to all Rel-18 UEs. Therefore, we propose:
[bookmark: _Toc166229972]Mark RIL S268 as “Rejected”, and the current text is kept and RAN2 does not optimize to handle specific cases such as mTRP.
2.2	RIL issue Q639
Similarly to the previous RIL S268, when RAN2 discussed to extend the support of RACH-less handover to all Rel-18 UE, the intention was to provide a generalization which was not optimizing or addressing a particular use case, except mobile IAB and NTN that had extensive discussion about this during the WI. RAN2 agree to do this only with understanding that there is no RAN3 signalling to support this procedure and the support of RAN4 requirements are only limited to NTN. According to this, RAN2 should not spend time to optimizing the RACH-less procedure for particular Rel-18 feature, such as mTRP, and stick to the original understanding on when RACH-less was decided to be extended to other Rel-18.
[bookmark: _Toc166229971]RAN2 agreed to extend RACH-less to all Rel-18 UEs with the understanding that this may not work for some particular features.
According to this, we prefer RAN2 to not further optimize such procedure for any other Rel-18 feature which are not mobile IAB and NTN. Thus, we propose:
[bookmark: _Toc166229973]Mark RIL Q639 as “Rejected”, and RAN2 does not further optimize RACH-less for any other Rel-18 feature which is not mobile IAB or NTN.
3	Conclusion
In the previous sections we made the following observations: 
Observation 1	For the case of handover, we always refer to the change of the PCell. Therefore, when a handover procedure is triggered, the source cell is the source PCell of the UE.
Observation 2	RAN2 agreed to extend RACH-less to all Rel-18 UEs with the understanding that this may not work for some particular features.

Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	Mark RIL S268 as “Rejected”, and the current text is kept and RAN2 does not optimize to handle specific cases such as mTRP.
Proposal 2	Mark RIL Q639 as “Rejected”, and RAN2 does not further optimize RACH-less for any other Rel-18 feature which is not mobile IAB or NTN.
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