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1	Brief scope of the paper
This document aims at collecting companies’ views regarding the open issues for Conditional Handover (CHO), submitted to 6.9.3.1 for RAN2#109bis-e (held in Elbonia, April 2020). Please beware that TDocs discussing the aspects handled in [3] are not included below, as the e-mail discussion report shall be handled first!
2	Discussion
2.1 	T304 running when CHO condition execution is met	
The authors of [1] insist on clarifying that CHO shall not be executed if there is already any other ongoing HO (e.g. legacy HO was initiated while the UE still evaluates CHO conditions and decides to execute CHO when HO is ongoing). Due to this problem, the authors of [1] suggest to associate the CHO execution with the condition which checks if the T304 is already running. This idea was already brought up and discussed briefly during RAN2#109 and not captured in the specification. While this is logical that T304 shall not be running when UE triggers CHO, it is a separate question if this behaviour needs to be explicitly captured in the specification. Thus, please respond to the following question.
	Question 1: Should the RRC procedure be extended with a condition checking if T304 is running before UE executes conditional reconfiguration?  

	Company
	YES/NO
	Comment

	MediaTek
	No
	We agreed to have recovery via CHO for mobility failures, which implies that UE may continue evaluating CHO execution conditions during HO/CHO, if possible. In normal cases, when T304 is running, UE does not execute CHO to another candidate, but we may find it useful in later UE implementation, and thus we don’t want to have it explicitly banned in the specifications.

	
	
	

	
	
	



2.2 	Corrections to conditional reconfiguration evaluation
The authors of [2] argue the procedure for evaluating the measurement events for triggering conditional reconfiguration (5.3.5.13.4 in TS 38.331) should be extended. It is proposed to add a statement initializing the procedure, to make sure the condition is not fulfilled when the procedure is started. In addition, it is proposed to prevent the UE from checking the leaving condition all the time even if the entry condition was not fulfilled earlier. The authors of [2] have brought the same topic to [Post109bis-e#12], report in [3]. Several companies found those changes unnecessary. However, no proper discussion happened. Thus, companies are now invited to express their opinions.
	Question 2: Do you think the RRC procedure in 5.3.5.13.4 should be extended with additional subclauses to make sure the condition is not fulfilled/leaving condition is not checked when unnecessary, as suggested in [2]?  

	Company
	YES/NO
	Comment

	MediaTek
	Yes/No
	We believe that the default state of a triggering event is “not fulfilled”, and we need not to specify explicitly. Otherwise we should do this also for all measurement events?
But we are fine to have “if this event is considered as being fulfilled before, and” in [2].


	
	
	

	
	
	



2.3 	CHO and MR-DC operation
The authors of [4] describe the possible consequences of allowing CHO in MR-DC and MR-DC after CHO is configured. Such aspects need to be considered as the majority in [3] seem to favour no SCG configuration in Conditional Reconfiguration, so MR-DC needs to be released at certain point during CHO. The authors of [4] propose the UE releases MR-DC upon the execution of CHO (Proposal 1). In addition, it is suggested source MN releases source SN upon reception of Handover Success from the target MN (Proposal 3 and 4). Do companies agree with such approach?
	Question 3: Do you agree UE releases MR-DC upon the execution of CHO and MN releases source SN upon reception of Handover Success from the target MN?

	Company
	YES/NO
	Comment

	MediaTek
	Yes
	This is reasonable UE behaviour if we agree to have no SCG configuration in Conditional Reconfiguration.

	
	
	

	
	
	



The authors of [4] also suggest to suspend CHO when SCG addition is received (Proposal 6). However, that seems to be a sort of enhancement and can be circumvented by cancelling CHO and configuring it again, if necessary. We suggest not to handle this or any other proposals from [4].
2.4 	Source reconfiguration during CHO
The authors of [5] claim that Stage 2 specification shall be updated with a NOTE, explaining that source gNB is allowed to reconfigure the UE even after CHO configuration for candidate target cells. In addition, the NOTE shall say it is up to network to update the UE stored CHO configurations so that they remain valid. Such NOTE does not seem to be critically needed, but we would like the companies to express their opinion.
	Question 4: Do you think TS 38.300, section 9.2.3.4.2 should be updated with a NOTE that source gNB can reconfigure the UE even after providing CHO configuration for candidate target cells and it is NW’s responsibility to ensure those configurations remain valid (as proposed in [5])?

	Company
	YES/NO
	Comment

	MediaTek
	Yes
	This NOTE is not critically needed, but we’d like to have it as a clarification.

	
	
	

	
	
	



2.5 UE configuration release in RRC Reestablishment
The authors of [6] discuss UE’s behaviour when RRC Reestablishment is performed. It is described that as per legacy, the UE releases its configuration including spCellConfig, MCG SCell and otherconfig (delayBudgetReportingConfig and overheatingAssistanceConfig). In [6] it is proposed to change this behaviour if the UE is configured with conditionalReconfiguration. We do not fully understand the motivation behind this proposal and wonder if the intention was perhaps to associate it with the attemptCondReconfig, not the conditionalReconfiguration? Anyway, do companies share the proposal brought by Sharp in [6]? 
	Question 5: Do you think the UE shall not release otherconfig including delayBudgetReportingConfig and overheatingAssistanceConfig and MCG SCells if the UE was configured with conditionalReconfiguration and the selected cell is a CHO candidate cell (as proposed in [6])?

	Company
	YES/NO
	Comment

	MediaTek
	Yes?
	We are not sure if the configuration misalignment described in [6] will happen. 
In the endorsed RRC CR (R2-2001767), we already identify that “release spCellConfig” and “suspend all RBs, except SRB0” should not be done in the initiation part if UE is configured with conditionalReconfiguration, and they will be done later if the selected cell is not CHO candidate. 
If the delayBudgetReportingConfig, overheatingAssistanceConfig and MCG SCells also have the same problem, we should treat them in the same way as the previous two, i.e., associated with conditionalReconfiguration instead of attemptCondReconfig, and the text proposal in [6] can be used.

	
	
	

	
	
	



3	Summary

4 	Conclusions
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