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Introduction
In the RAN4#106 meeting, the RRM requirements for the subsequent CPAC continued to be discussed based on the latest conclusions of RAN2. The meeting discussed the scope of RRM requirements for NR-DC with selective activation of cell groups via L3 enhancements and reached the following conclusions [1].

	Issue 1-1-1: scope of RRM requirements for NR-DC with selective activation of cell groups via L3 enhancements
· Candidate solutions:
· Option 1: define requirements for subsequent CPC delay. (Apple, MTK, vivo, HW)
· Option 2: not define requirements for subsequent CPC delay. (HW)
· Option 3: The main scenario needs to be specified are (E///)
· Scenario 1 UE keep the configuration after the 1st activation
· Scenario 2 UE release the configuration after the 1st activation.
· Option 3: RAN4 waits for RAN2 progress on Selective Activation. (Nokia)
· Agreement
· Define requirements for subsequent CPC delay:



On this basis, we will provide analysis and comments on the starting point location and delay requirements of subsequent CPAC in this contribution.
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Different from R17 procedure, UE dosen’t release conditional configuration of other candidate PScells for subsequent CPC and continues evaluating the execution conditions of other candidate PScells after the execution condition of a CPC candidate PScell is met. In traditional CPC/CPA, the network needs to send another RRC reconfiguration to trigger subsequent CPC/CPA and the starting point for CPC/CPA is the time when the UE receives the RRC command. Since the triggering of subsequent CPC/CPA during the new process does not require a new RRC reconfiguration from the network, RAN4 needs to analyze the potential RRM impacts for supportive scenarios specified by RAN2. 
At the previous meeting, companies proposed starting points with two options available in recommended WF. And the intuitive explanations for Option1 and Option2 are shown in Figure1 and Figure2 [2].
	Issue 1-2-1: starting point of subsequent CPC in RRM requirements
· Candidate solutions:
· Option 1: RAN4 shall discuss how to define the starting point in subsequent CPC. The following two alternatives can be used as a starting point: (Apple, vivo, HW)
· Alt 1: starting point is the time when UE receives RRC command which triggers subsequent CPC, i.e., same as legacy
· Alt 2: starting point is the time when UE completes the previous CPC/CPA, e.g. completing random access towards the target PSCell.
· Option 2: After transmitting SN RRCReconfigurationcomplete message for the previous PSCell addition or change in slot n (MTK)

· Recommended WF
· Continue discuss the following two options:
· Option 1: starting point is the time when UE receives RRC command which triggers subsequent CPC, i.e., same as legacy
· Option 2: starting point is the time when UE completes the previous CPC/CPA, e.g. completing random access towards the target PSCell.
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Figure 1. Alt 1
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Figure 2. Alt 2
In our opinion, both options in recommended WF are acceptable. Specifically, Option 1 is consistent with the existing protocol and uses the moment the UE receives the RRC command as the starting point. And option 2 considers that the starting point is when the UE completes the previous CPAC because there is no RRC command.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 1: Both option1 and option2 in recommended WF for starting point of subsequent CPAC are acceptable.
If option 1 is adopted, the requirements for delay can reuse CPAC delay requirements in TS38.133. and the delay requirements may need to be modified based on the existing protocol if option 2 is adopted. Before discussing the delay requirements, we should first unify the starting point of subsequent CPAC.
Proposal 2: Existing CPAC delay requirements can be used as a baseline for subsequent CPAC delay requirements. 
Proposal 3: Before discussing subsequent CPAC delay requirements, we should first unify the starting point of subsequent CPAC.
Conclusions
In this contribution, we put forward the following proposals on the starting point location and delay requirements of subsequent CPC.
Proposal 1: Both option1 and option2 in recommended WF for starting point of subsequent CPAC are acceptable.
Proposal 2: Existing CPAC delay requirements can be used as a baseline for subsequent CPAC delay requirements. 
Proposal 3: Before discussing subsequent CPAC delay requirements, we should first unify the starting point of subsequent CPAC.
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