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1. Introduction
In the last RAN2 meeting, RAN2 agreed to introduce fast recovery, which is similar to the CHO [1]. In this contribution, we will share our view on fast recovery, especially on RACH-less fast recovery.
	Upon an LTM cell switch failure (i.e., supervision timer expiry) or RLF, fast recovery similar to CHO:
a)	UE performs cell selection.
b)	If selected cell is an LTM candidate cell, UE performs RACH-based LTM cell switch on the selected cell (network-controlled).
c)	If selected cell is not an LTM candidate cell, UE transmits RRC re-establishment request.



2. Discussion
There are some contributions that propose RACH-less fast recovery when the Timing Advance (TA) of the candidate cell is available [2][3]. RACH-less fast recovery contributes to the reduction of interruption time for RLF case with LTM configurations. We also believe that this is one of the advantages of fast recovery using LTM compared to fast recovery using the CHO configuration.

	[2]
Proposal-6: During LTM fast recovery, configured grant based UL transmission is supported for  RACH-less fast recovery, where a C-RNTI MAC CE can be included for UE identification at network side.
[3]
Proposal 2: In LTM procedure, if the UE maintained the valid TA of selected cell for recovery, RACH-less fast recovery is performed.



[bookmark: O1]Observation1: Some companies propose RACH-less fast recovery, which contributes to the reduction of interruption time. In addition to that, it is one of the advantages of fast recovery using LTM configuration compared to fast recovery using the CHO configuration.

Regarding how to realize this, in [1], it is suggested that the UE use configured grant-based UL transmission during this RACH-less LTM cell switch command for fast recovery, where a C-RNTI MAC CE can be included (with a possible piggybacked BSR). In addition, since the UL beam for a candidate cell is not available at the UE side in the fast recovery case, as the UE does not receive a LTM cell switch command, we believe that this is the issue that needs to be addressed to support RACH-less fast recovery.

[bookmark: O2]Observation2: For RACH-less fast recovery, UE cannot obtain UL beam information which supposed to be included in cell switch command.

[bookmark: P]Proposal: RAN2 agree to discuss how UE obtains UL beam information for a candidate cell without receiving cell switch command for RACH-less fast recovery.

3. Conclusion
Observation1: Some companies propose RACH-less fast recovery, which contributes to the reduction of interruption time. In addition to that, it is one of the advantages of fast recovery using LTM configuration compared to fast recovery using the CHO configuration.
Observation2: For RACH-less fast recovery, UE cannot obtain UL beam information which supposed to be included in cell switch command.
Proposal: RAN2 agree to discuss how UE obtains UL beam information for a candidate cell without receiving cell switch command for RACH-less fast recovery.
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