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1 Introduction

CB: # SONMDT2_SPRSHR

- Single stage2 CR for TS37.340: take all the stage2 CRs above into account

- CR for TS38.423 with reference change? Change to TS38.300?

- Possible LS to RAN2?

(moderator - HW)

Summary of offline disc R3-240869
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
Propose the following:
R3-240506 and R3-240617 merged to R3-241068
R3-240416 rev in R3-241068 – agreed

(new) R3-241064, draftCR, TS 38.300 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. F– agreed

(new) R3-241065, CR1243r, TS 38.423 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. F – agreed

3 Discussion 
3.1 SPR available indication
	R3-240506
	Correction on Successful PSCell Change Report for SONMDT Enhancements (CMCC)
	draftCR

E///: stage3 is clear enough

CATT, Nok: Fine with the first change, no need for the second change, the third change seems also not needed

Lenovo: The third change is not needed


Q: is the new text on SPR available indication needed:
If the SPR available indication via SN RRCReconfigComplete is received by SN, SN should inform MN that an SPR is available at the UE via S-NODE MODIFICATION REQUIRED message.
	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	OK to add – details may be revised later

	Nokia
	Ok to add the above new text.

	Samsung
	OK to add. “if supported” may need to be added to the new sentence.

	Lenovo
	ok

	ZTE
	OK


Conclusion: This is added to CR for 37.340
3.2 SN mobility info

	R3-240617
	SPR SHR and MRO corrections (Huawei, Deutsche Telekom)
	Discussion

E///: P1 is ok

CATT: Ok to change the reference

	R3-240414
	Correction to 38.423 for SON features enhancement (CATT)
	CR1169r, TS 38.423 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. F

	R3-240413
	Correction to 37.340 for CPAC of SON feature (CATT)
	draftCR

Nok: The suitable PSCell has not been agreed
· Capture the only change: CPC/CPA Execution to wrong PSCell: CPC/CPA execution is not successful or an SCG failure occurs shortly after a successful CPC/CPA execution; a suitable PSCell different from the source PSCell or the target PSCell is found based on the measurements reported from the UE. There are two sub-cases for wrong candidate PSCell list selection:

· Add Nok, ZTE as co-source

Rev in R3-240876  Endorsed unseen


38.423 reference to 38.300 for SN mobility info, but there is no such definition there. The proposal is to add a short description in 37.340 and update the references in 38.423. The proposals in R3-240617 is used as the starting point for the discussion, but similar changes can be found in . R3-240414 and R3-240413.

· . If it is SN-initiated PSCell change/CPC, the SN may make the SN mobility information available to the MN which can later send it back to the SN when the failure occurs.
	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	OK to add – details may be revised later

	Nokia
	We agree on adding a short description in 37.340 and update the references in 38.423 based on Huawei proposal in R3-240617. CATT proposal in R3-240413 is too long and not needed.

	Samsung
	OK to add – details may be revised later

	Lenovo
	OK to add – details may be revised later

	ZTE
	OK to add.


Conclusion: This is added to CR for 37.340 and 38.423

3.3 Alignment of definition and section title in 37.340 
Q: should we align the terminology and section headers as follows:
SPR
Successful PSCell Addition/Change Report

10.18 Self-optimisation for PSCell addition/change

10.18.4 into Successful PSCell addition/change Report.

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	OK to add – details may be revised later

	Nokia
	OK based on Huawei proposal in R3-240617

	Samsung
	OK to add – details may be revised later

	Lenovo
	OK to add – details may be revised later

	ZTE
	OK to add.


Conclusion: This is added to CR for 37.340
3.4 PSCell change failure in TS 38.300
	R3-240416
	Correction to 37.470 for SPR optimization (CATT, Huawei, Ericsson)
	draftCR

noted

Whether the second change on T310 and T312 is needed?


Q: should the st2 text in 38.300 be simplified and section title updated?

15.5.2.6
PSCell addition/change failure
. If the MN can perform an initial analysis, it transfers the SCG Failure Information together with the analysis results to the relevant SN as defined in TS 37.340 [21]. 
	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	OK to add – details may be revised later

	Nokia
	OK based on Huawei proposal in R3-240617

	Samsung
	Not needed as we commented online.

	Lenovo
	Title update is ok, but st2 text can be kept.


Conclusion: This is added to CR for 38.300

3.5 Capture SPR triggers in stage2?

	R3-240416
	Correction to 37.470 for SPR optimization (CATT, Huawei, Ericsson)
	draftCR

noted

Whether the second change on T310 and T312 is needed?


Q: should the SPR triggers be captured in 37.470.

· For SN-initiated PSCell change/CPC, the source SN decides the T310/T312 triggers for SPR and is responsible for SPR related optimizations e.g., to optimize PSCell change/CPC configuration and/or associated mobility thresholds and/or adjust SPR T310/T312 triggers and/or adjust T310/T312 timer values.

· For MN-initiated PSCell change/CPC, the MN decides the T310/T312 triggers for SPR. MN may optimize PSCell change/CPC configuration and/or associated mobility thresholds and/or adjust T310/T312 SPR triggers. Source SN may optimize lower layer issues e.g., adjust T310/T312 timer values.
	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	OK to add – details may be revised later

	Nokia
	OK to add – details may be revised later

	Samsung
	The trigger doesn’t bring any failure or potential failure. It is the implementation issue whether to optimize the trigger. No need to capture this in specification.

	Lenovo
	Agree with SS


Conclusion: No consensus to capture this
3.6 Revise st2 text on SPR
The question here is whether the text in 38.300 should be revised as follows as proposed in R3-240207 (Lenovo):

· successful PSCell addition/change, the UE may collect 
	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	OK if it is in accordance with RAN2

	Lenovo
	Ok, the original text is added by RAN3, so revision which is aligned with RAN2 should also be done by RAN3.

	
	


Conclusion: This is agreeable and will be in R3-240872
3.7 Additional stage2 text on correlation

	R3-240752
	Correction on inter-RAT SHR for correlation function for TS38.300 (ZTE)
	draftCR

Move to 9.1.1.1

E///, SS: Fine, check the details

HW: What’s the value?

ZTE: Stage2 text is missing which is to be used as reference in other specs

Lenovo, CATT: The first change is already covered both intra and inter-RAT cases


The question is whether we need additional text to describe the correlation?
	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	This is not needed. The current text is based on a long discussion and there is no need to extend.

	Nokia
	Agree with Huawei – not needed.

	Samsung
	We support to have it. For the two IEs, stage 3 refers to stage 2, but there is no any description on target C-RNTI and Time since failure in stage 2. The existing text is added in Rel-17 spec for intra-NR SHR.

Details may be revised later.

	Lenovo
	Not needed, the existing text covers both inter-RAT HO and intra-NR HO.

	ZTE
	As correctly point by Samsung, the stage 2 description from stage 3 is missing. Alternatively, the Stage 3 description should be corrected.


Conclusion: No consensus to add in stage2. 

Additional topic related to the above:
The following can be removed from XnAP: If the Target cell C-RNTI IE and the Time Since Failure IE are received, NG-RAN node2 uses the information as specified in TS 38.300 [9].
Conclusion: No consensus on this
3.8 Summary
The output will be merged in three CRs: 

· 38.423: HW

· 38.300: HW

· 37.340: CATT
