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Abstract—For fifth-generation (5G) and 5G-Advanced net-
works, outage reduction within the context of reliability is a
key objective since outage denotes the time period when a
user equipment (UE) cannot communicate with the network.
Earlier studies have shown that in the experimental high mobility
scenario considered, outage is dominated by the interruption
time that stems from the random access channel (RACH)-based
handover process from the serving cell to the target cell. A
handover by itself is a necessary mobility process to prevent
mobility failures and their associated outage. This paper proposes
a RACH-less handover signaling scheme for the 3rd Generation
Partnership Project (3GPP) conditional handover (CHO) mech-
anism. The proposed scheme exploits the decoupling between
the CHO preparation and execution phases to establish initial
synchronization between the UE and the target cell through an
early acquisition of the timing advance. This significantly curtails
the RACH process and therefore the handover interruption time.
Results based on a system-level simulation-based mobility study
have shown that the proposed scheme significantly reduces the
outage and its constituent handover interruption time relatively
by 18.7% and 43.2%, respectively.

Index Terms—5G-Advanced, conditional handover, outage,
mobility study, RACH, reliability, timing advance.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the major objectives of fifth-generation (5G) and
5G-Advanced networks [1] is outage reduction to improve the
overall network reliability, specifically in frequency range 2
(FR2) [2]. This is especially needed for ultra-reliable low-
latency communications (URLLC). In simple terms, an outage
can be defined as the time duration during which the user
equipment (UE) cannot receive data from the network [3]. One
component of outage is the service or handover interruption
time, which has been defined in 3rd Generation Partnership
Project (3GPP) terminology [4] as the time duration during
a handover when the UE exchanges no data with the serving
cell anymore and none with the target cell yet. In our earlier
study [5] we have already shown through simulation-based
investigations that in a 5G-beamformed network operating in
FR2 with UE speeds of 60 km/h, the most significant outage
contribution stems from handover interruption time. The other
components are mobility failures and signal-to-noise-plus-
interference ratio (SINR) degradation. Hence, reducing the
handover interruption time is critical in reducing the overall
outage in the network and improving the network reliability.

The handover interruption time is primarily governed by
the random access channel (RACH) procedure [6], whereby
the UE obtains uplink synchronization with the target cell
while executing a handover. Recently, in 3GPP Release 15 [6]

RACH-less handover has been proposed whereby the RACH
procedure can be simplified or avoided altogether. In order for
a RACH-less handover to bear fruition, the UE has to acquire
the uplink timing advance (TA) and the associated uplink (UL)
transmission grant [6] of the target cell, amongst others. This
has to be done before the execution of the actual handover
itself. While 3GPP has proposed RACH-less handover, the
exact methodology for an early TA acquisition has not been
specified and has been left open to implementation, dependent
on the underlying handover mechanism.

The authors in [7] model RACH-less handover for the
legacy baseline handover (BHO) mechanism [8] in a time-
synchronous network. In such networks, the UE can derive the
TA of the target cell based on the TA of the source cell and
the time difference in the signals received from the source and
target cells. Thus, the RACH procedure can largely be avoided.
On the other hand, the authors in [9] also model RACH-less
handover for BHO but for an asynchronous network, using a
similar approach for TA acquisition together with additional
time alignment. The authors in [10] use a similar approach to
[9] for the BHO mechanism, but additionally check for the
accuracy of calculated UE-calculated TA value, upon which
an additional TA acquisition is performed. In doing so, all
approaches slightly differ from the 3GPP standard since it is
the target cell’s role to estimate the TA based on the RACH
preamble transmission [11].

Conditional handover (CHO) is a state-of-the-art handover
mechanism introduced in 3GPP Release 16 [12] as an alter-
native to the legacy baseline handover to improve mobility
performance in 5G mobile networks. This is achieved by
decoupling the actual handover preparation from the handover
execution by introducing a conditional procedure. This paper
proposes an elaborate and novel signaling scheme whereby
the UE acquires the TA of the target cell before the handover
execution by exploiting the split between the CHO preparation
and execution conditions. In doing so, this paper not only con-
forms to the standard but also models RACH-less handover for
the more advanced CHO mechanism. Thereafter, the mobility
performance is analyzed in a system-level simulation for a
5G-beamformed network, where the mobile UE is modeled to
correspond to the multi-panel UE (MPUE) architecture [13].
It is pertinent to mention that MPUEs are an essential part
of 5G-Advanced and future 3GPP releases in the context of
FR2 deployments. To the best of the authors’ knowledge,
a system-level mobility performance analysis of RACH-less
handover based on early TA acquisition for CHO has not been
investigated before, providing a basis for a major contribution
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to this paper. The results are examined to study the impact of
the proposed handover scheme in reducing the outage in the
network, together with an analysis of the signaling overhead
of the proposed scheme.

II. NETWORK MODEL

This section discusses the inter-cell mobility for the han-
dover procedure, the intra-cell mobility for the beam manage-
ment procedures, and the SINR model.

A. Inter-cell Mobility

Inter-cell mobility refers to handovers between different
cells in the network. For a successful handover from the
serving cell c0 to the target cell c′, a pre-requisite is the
filtering of physical layer reference signal received power
(RSRP) measurements to mitigate the effect of rapid channel
impairments. When a 5G beamformed network is considered,
each UE is assumed to be capable of measuring the raw RSRP
values PRSRP

c,b (n) at a discrete time instant n from each Tx
beam b ∈ B of cell c ∈ C, using the synchronization signal
block (SSB) bursts that are periodically transmitted by the
base station (BS). The separation between the time instants is
denoted by ∆t ms. At the UE side, layer 1 (L1) and L3 filtering
are then sequentially applied to the raw RSRPs to counter the
effects of fast fading and measurement errors. The output of
the L1 filter is the L1 RSRP P L1

c,b(m). Here m = nω, with
ω being the L1 measurement period (aligned with the SSB
periodicity) normalized by the time step duration ∆t. At the
end of the L3 filtering, the UE has determined the L3 cell
quality for the serving and neighboring cells. A more detailed
explanation of the L1 and L3 filtering procedures can be found
in [13, Sec. II.A].

L3 cell quality P L3
c (m) is an important indicator of the

average downlink signal strength for a link between a UE
and cell c and is therefore used in the handover process. As
mentioned in Sec. I, CHO decouples handover preparation
and execution by preparing the handover early. Still, the
actual handover execution only occurs when the radio link is
sufficient. In the CHO preparation phase, the UE initiates the
preparation of the target cell c′. As such, the CHO preparation
condition is monitored by the UE and is defined as

P L3
c0 (m) < P L3

c′ (m) + oprep
c0,c′

for m0 − Tprep < m < m0, (1)

where oprep
c0,c′

is defined as the CHO preparation offset between
cell c0 and c′. The UE sends a measurement report to serving
cell c0 at time m = m0 if the preparation condition is fulfilled
for the preparation condition monitoring time Tprep.

Once it receives the measurement report, the serving cell
initiates the preparation of target cell c′ over the Xn interface
and provides the UE with the conditional configuration of
c′ through an RRC Reconfiguration message. As per 3GPP
[2], the maximum number of prepared cells on the UE side
nmax
c can be up to eight. The CHO execution phase then

begins wherein the UE constantly monitors the CHO execution
condition, defined as

P L3
c0 (m) < P L3

c′ (m)− oexec
c0,c′ for m1 − Texec < m < m1, (2)
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Fig. 1: Illustration of CHO mechanism from serving cell c0 to target cell c′.

where m1 > m0 and oexec
c0,c′

is defined as the CHO execution
offset between c0 and c′. The UE executes a handover towards
the prepared target cell c′ if the execution condition at m = m1
is fulfilled for the execution condition monitoring time Texec.
An illustration of the CHO mechanism is shown in Fig. 1.

B. Intra-cell Mobility

Intra-cell mobility pertains to a set of L1 and L2 transmit
(Tx) beam management procedures to determine and update
the serving Tx beam(s) for each UE within a serving cell c0,
as defined in 3GPP Release 15 [14]. The main component is
Tx beam selection, where the UE uses network assistance to
choose the serving beam b0 that it then uses to communicate
with c0 [13, Sec. II-B]. The other key component is beam
failure detection, where the UE constantly monitors the radio
link quality (RLQ) [15], which is determined by further
averaging the average downlink SINR using a linear moving-
average filter. If the RLQ falls below a certain SINR threshold
γout, it is accounted for as a failure of the serving beam. In
this case, the UE initiates a beam failure recovery procedure
where it tries to recover to another beam of the serving cell. As
such, the UE performs a random access attempt on the target
beam b′ that has the highest L1 RSRP beam measurement
P L1
c0,b

(m) value and then waits for the BS to send a random
access response indicating that the access was successful. In
the event of an unsuccessful attempt, the UE tries another
random access using b′. In total, NBAtt such attempts are made
at time intervals of TBAtt. If all attempts fail, a radio link failure
(RLF) is declared by the UE.

C. SINR Model

The average downlink SINR at the discrete time instant m
for Tx beam b ∈ B of cell c ∈ C is denoted as γc,b(m). The
instantaneous downlink SINR is a random variable and its
expected value is referred to as the “average downlink SINR”
in [16], for which a closed-form expression is derived. For
computational complexity purposes, it is then computed using
the Monte-Carlo approximation given for the opportunistic
resource-fair scheduler, which maximizes radio resource usage
by ensuring that the spare resources of the less crowded beams
are fully utilized. As will be seen later in Sec. III-B and
Sec. IV, the SINR has a key role in our proposed RACH-less
handover signaling scheme and the mobility failure models.
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Fig. 2: Depiction of the handover interruption time for the CHO mechanism.
The control and data plane signaling is indicated in italic and roman font,
respectively.

III. RACH-LESS HANDOVER SYSTEM MODEL

In this section, the handover interruption time is explained
in terms of its different components. Thereafter, the proposed
RACH-less handover signaling scheme assisted through early
TA acquisition is discussed.

A. Handover Interruption Time Breakdown

As discussed in Sec. I, handover interruption time THO
int

can be described as the outage duration during which the
UE is unable to communicate to the network when it is
in the process of executing a handover [12]. The handover
interruption time regarding signaling exchange is depicted in
Fig. 2. In line with the recent 3GPP standards [8, Sec. 9.2.6],
the RACH procedure is assumed to be 2-step contention-free
random access (CFRA). Compared to the 4-step CFRA, 2-
step CFRA reduces both the handover interruption time and
the signaling overhead. For the CHO mechanism, the handover
interruption starts when the CHO execution condition in (2) is
satisfied. After that, the UE begins detaching from the serving
cell c0 and attempting to establish a connection to the target
cell c′. In the first step, the UE sends a preamble associated
with the physical random access channel (PRACH) to the
target cell to indicate a random access attempt and assist the
UE in acquiring the UL transmission grant and the transmit-
TA, among other synchronization parameters. This preamble
is called the PRACH preamble. The UL transmission grant
specifies the time and frequency resources and the associated
transport format resources the UE needs to use for the uplink
shared channel [17, Sec. 14.2]. The transmit-TA is defined
as a UE-specific negative time offset that helps ensure that
the uplink transmissions from all UEs in the network are
synchronized when received by the BS [17, Sec. 15.2]. If the
alignment does not lie within the size of a specific cyclic prefix
(CP), the uplink frames would overlap and this would cause
intersymbol interference, which may lead to reception failures
at the BS. From here on, the term TA refers to transmit-TA.

Upon completion of successful random access, the UE
sends a Conditional Handover Complete message to the target
cell c′. The target cell notifies the serving cell c0 about
the accomplished handover procedure through the Handover
Success message. This is followed by an Sequence Number

TABLE I: COMPONENTS OF INTRA-FREQUENCY HANDOVER INTERRUP-
TION FOR THE CHO MECHANISM IN FR2 [4]

# Description Time (ms)

1 UE processing time Tprocessing 20
2 Fine time tracking and acquiring full timing 10

information of the target cell T∆ (on avg.)
3 Tmargin (for SSB post-processing) 2
4 Delay in acquiring first available PRACH in target 10

cell TIU (on avg.)
5 PRACH preamble transmission 0.125
6 UL grant allocation and TA for UE 1.250
7 UE RRC reconfiguration complete message 1
8 Interruption from late data forwarding (handover 10

success and SN status transfer)

Total handover interruption time THO
int 54.375

(SN) Status Transfer message from c0 to c′ that marks the
completion of the handover execution process. Both these
message exchanges are over the Xn interface, i.e., the interface
between the 5G network entities. Based on the measurements
for an experimental LTE network in [7], the delay of 5 ms per
Xn message is also considered for the 5G network.

For the CHO mechanism, 3GPP [8] has specified early
and late data forwarding, which has an impact on the overall
handover interruption time. In early data forwarding, c0 can
start forwarding data to c′ during the preparation phase, once
it has transmitted the RRC Reconfiguration message to the UE,
as mentioned in Sec. II-A. Herein, the benefit is an interruption
time comparable to baseline handover. Whereas, in late data
forwarding, the serving cell starts data forwarding only after
the reception of the Handover Success message from the target
cell. The advantage of late data forwarding is that the serving
cell only forwards data to a single target cell to which a
handover is being executed instead of all multiple prepared
target cells that have fulfilled the CHO preparation condition
in (1). Therefore, we assume late data forwarding in this paper,
unless specified otherwise. As such, the handover interruption
time lasts till the target cell receives the SN Status Transfer
message from the serving cell.

Table I shows a more detailed breakdown of the CHO intra-
frequency handover interruption time for FR2, where the total
handover interruption time THO

int sums up to 54.375 ms. It can
be seen in Table I that the PRACH preamble transmission
associated delay, i.e., components 4, 5, and 6, is 11.375 ms. If
it is also assumed that the partial synchronization associated
with fine time tracking and full timing information of the target
can be established beforehand, THO

int for the RACH-less case
can be reduced from 54.375 ms to 40 ms. This means that each
RACH-less handover has about 25% less handover interruption
time compared to a typical RACH-aided handover.

B. Proposed Model for Early TA Acquisition

As can be seen in Fig. 1, there is a significant time delay
between the CHO preparation and execution phases in the
decoupled handover mechanism. This delay can be as large
as 10 s [18, Sec. I]. Such a large delay opens the opportunity
to commence early TA acquisition between the CHO prepa-



ration and execution phases. As such, an early TA acquisition
model for CHO is formulated where an additional triggering
condition for TA acquisition is specified in between the CHO
preparation and CHO execution conditions. This signaling
diagram for the proposed scheme is illustrated in Fig. 3. Steps
1 to 7 depict the CHO preparation phase. In Step 4, however,
the serving cell c0 additionally informs the target cell c′ that
the UE would perform early TA acquisition in case the TA
acquisition condition is triggered. This would enable c′ to send
the PRACH preamble configuration [19, Sec. 8] to c0 in the
Handover Request ACK in Step 6, which it then forwards to
the UE in Step 7. The PRACH configuration is needed later for
the early TA acquisition when the UE sends out the PRACH
preamble. The TA acquisition condition is defined as

P L3
c0 (m) < P L3

c′ (m)+oacq
c0,c′

for macq −Tacq < m < macq, (3)

where oacq
c0,c′

is defined as the TA acquisition offset between
cell c0 and c′. The UE sends a measurement report to serving
cell c0 at time m = macq if the TA acquisition condition is
fulfilled for the TA acquisition condition monitoring time Tacq.
This is shown as Step 10 in Fig. 3.

Once the measurement report has been successfully received
by the serving cell, it triggers the UE to perform an early
TA acquisition. The serving cell sends out a TA Acquisition
Command to the UE, shown as Step 12. In this paper, an
enhancement to the existing CHO framework is proposed in
Step 13, whereby the serving cell c0 can start with early data
forwarding [8] after Step 12. As such, the serving cell now
selectively forwards data to target cells that have fulfilled the
more strict TA acquisition condition in (3). In conventional
early data forwarding, the serving cell would have executed
early data forwarding to all the prepared cells. Besides re-
ducing the signaling overhead, the main benefit of this en-
hancement comes from the fact that the 10 ms interruption
from late data forwarding, i.e., component 8 of Table I, can
be avoided. Consequently, the handover interruption time THO

int
reduces further from 40 ms to 30 ms.

The UE then proceeds with the PRACH Preamble Trans-
mission to the target cell c′. Herein, an ideal radio uplink
is assumed between the UE and c′. This is a well-founded
assumption because the radio link between the UE and c′ is
sufficient on account of the target cell c′ having satisfied both
the CHO preparation and the more stringent TA acquisition
conditions in (2) and (3), respectively. In line with the MPUE
architecture considered in this paper, it is assumed that the
UE can use the best panel for target cell c′ [13, Sec. III.B] to
transmit this message. In case the best panel is the same as the
serving panel that the UE is using to communicate with the
serving cell c0, the UE may use any of the other two panels
with the highest L1 beam panel RSRP.

Since c′ was already informed by c0 that an early TA
acquisition may be attempted by the UE in case the TA
acquisition in (3) is triggered, the response to Step 14 is not
the conventional Random Access Response message from the
target cell to the UE [8]. Instead, once the target cell receives
the PRACH preamble, it establishes initial synchronization,

Fig. 3: Signaling diagram depicting the proposed enhancement (shown in red)
for early acquisition of the TA in CHO to execute a RACH-less handover.
The solid and broken lines represent ideal and non-ideal links, respectively.

including UL transmission grant allocation and an estimation
of the TA for the UE, which it then relays to the serving cell in
Step 17. The serving cell then forwards the TA configuration
to the UE in Step 16. This two-step relay falls in line with
3GPP Release 18 recommendation [20].

In the proposed model, all signaling exchanges between the
UE and serving cell c0 are assumed to be perfect, except
for Step 10 and Step 17. Herein, a signaling failure occurs
if the average downlink SINR of c0 via the serving beam b0,
i.e., γc0,b0(m), falls a certain SINR threshold γout, indicating
adverse radio conditions. A failure in either of these steps
means the UE has failed to acquire the TA. Therefore, it cannot
perform a RACH-less handover; instead, it has to perform a
typical RACH-aided handover as a fallback measure.

The time alignment timer value is taken as 10.24 s as per
[2]. This ensures that the acquired TA remains valid until
handover execution, without the need for a TA re-acquisition.
As discussed before, this is because the maximum delay
between the CHO preparation and execution phases can be
up to 10 s but the TA acquisition phase starts well after the
CHO preparation phase. Furthermore, it is assumed that for
the mobility scenario considered in this paper, the CP size is
chosen large enough such that any uplink timing misalignment
does not exceed the CP size [17, Sec. 15.2]. Once the UE has
successfully received the TA configuration, it is in a position
to perform RACH-less handover. As such, when the CHO
execution condition in (2) is satisfied, the UE executes a



TABLE II: SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Parameter Value

CHO preparation offset o
prep
c0,c′

5 dB

CHO execution offset oexec
c0,c′

3 dB

CHO preparation condition monitoring time Tprep 80 ms

CHO execution condition monitoring time Texec 80 ms

Handover preparation delay T
prep
delay 50 ms

Maximum number of prepared cells nmax
c 4

TA acquisition offset o
acq
c0,c′

2 dB

TA acquisition condition monitoring time Tacq 20 ms

TA acquisition delay T
acq
delay 50 ms

Time alignment timer Talig 10.24 s

SINR threshold γout −8 dB

Time step ∆t 10 ms

Simulated time tsim 30 s

RACH-less handover towards the target cell, shown as Step 21.
This marks the completion of the handover execution process.

IV. SIMULATION SCENARIO AND PARAMETERS

In this section, the simulation setup for the 5G network
model is explained with selected simulation parameters that
are listed in Table II. A list of the complete simulation
parameters can be found in [13, Sec. IV]. The simulations have
been performed in our proprietary MATLAB-based system-
level simulator [21], which elaborately models the handover
process using a trigger engine-based setup where multiple
handovers can be triggered concurrently.

A network model with an urban-micro cellular deployment
consisting of a standard hexagonal grid with seven sites, each
divided into three cells, is considered. It is based on Technical
Report 38.901 [22], which pertains to channel modeling in
FR2. The carrier frequency is 28 GHz, and the inter-site
distance is 200 m. It is pertinent to mention that although the
hexagonal grid model might differ from realistic deployments,
this simplification offers an equitable abstraction to existing
5G as well as beyond-5G networks. Moreover, it allows for
comparable results with other studies based on the same
standardized model. At the start of the simulation, NUE =
420 UEs are dropped randomly and follow a 2D uniform
distribution over the network, moving at constant velocities
along straight lines into random directions [22, Table 7.8-5].

In line with 3GPP [13], the signal measurement scheme that
we consider in this study is MPUE-A3, where it is assumed
that the UE can measure the RSRP values from the serving
cell c0 and neighboring cells by simultaneously activating all
of its three panels. However, the UE only uses only the serving
panel for communication with the serving cell [13, Sec. III.B].
The UE speed is 60 km/h, which is the usual speed in the non-
residential urban areas of cities [5]. A wrap-around [23, pp.
140] is considered, meaning that the hexagonal grid is repeated
around the original layout in the form of six replicas. The
implication is that boundary effects concerning interference
are avoided. The simulation scenario is shown in Fig. 4.

Fig. 4: Simulation scenario consisting of seven hexagonal sites, where each
site is serving three cells with 120◦ coverage. The effect of shadow fading is
also visible in the form of coverage islands.

As per 3GPP’s study outlined in 3GPP Release 15 [22],
the channel model takes into account shadow fading as a
result of large obstacles and assumes a soft line-of-sight (LoS)
for all radio links between the cells and UEs. Soft LoS is
defined as a weighted average of the LoS and non-LoS channel
components [22, pp. 59-60] and is used for both shadow fading
and distance-dependent path loss determination. Fast fading
is modeled through the low complexity channel model for
multi-beam systems proposed in [24], which integrates the
spatial and temporal characteristics of 3GPP’s geometry-based
stochastic channel model [22] into Jakes’ channel model. The
Tx-side beamforming gain model is based on [24], where
a 12-beam grid configuration is considered. Kb = 4 beams
are simultaneously scheduled for all cells in the network.
Beams b ∈ {9, . . . , 12} have larger beamwidth and relatively
smaller beamforming gain and cover regions closer to the BS.
Beams b ∈ {1, . . . , 8} have smaller beamwidth and higher
beamforming gain and cover regions further apart from the BS.

The average downlink SINR γc,b(m) is an indicator of
the downlink radio quality and is of key importance in the
handover failure and RLF models, which are based on the
SINR threshold γout. The former models the failure of a UE
to perform a handover from the serving cell c0 to the target
cell c′ and the latter models the failure of a UE while it is still
in c0. They are explained in greater detail in [13, Sec. IV]. In
3GPP terminology [15], γout, denoted as Qout, is defined as the
level at which the radio link can not be reliability received by
the UE in the downlink. It corresponds to an out-of-sync block
error rate of 10% and is derived based on hypothetical physical
downlink control channel (PDCCH) transmission parameters
listed in [15, Table 8.1.2.1-1]. Through our extensive stimu-
lative investigations centered on the FR2 simulations in the



given network model, the threshold γout has been determined
as −8 dB.

V. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

In this section, the mobility performance of the proposed
RACH-less handover signaling scheme is compared against
the typical RACH-aided handover for the CHO mechanism.
The key performance indicators (KPIs) used for comparison
are explained below.

A. KPIs

Total successful handovers: Sum of the total number of
successful handovers from the serving to the target cells in
the network. This is the sum of RACH-less handovers and
RACH-aided handovers in the network.

Mobility failures: Sum of the total number of handover
failures and RLFs in the network.

Radio / Xn interface signaling overhead: The total number
of signaling messages over the radio / Xn interface.

The KPIs above are normalized to number of UEs NUE in
the network and to time and, thus, expressed as KPI/UE/min.

Outage: Outage is defined as the time period when a
UE is unable to communicate with the network. Simulation-
based investigations based in FR2 networks with the mobility
scenario that we considered have shown that the most common
type of outage is outage due to handover interruption [5,
Sec. V.B], which occurs when a UE is in the process of
performing a handover. Besides, if the handover failure timer
THOF expires and the UE declares a handover failure or the
RLF timer TRLF expires and the UE declares an RLF, the
UE initiates connection re-establishment [13] and this is also
accounted for as outage. Hereby, the UE may re-connect to
the previous serving cell or another neighboring cell. Another
type of outage modeled is when the average downlink SINR
of the serving cell γc0,b0 falls below γout. Here, it is assumed
that the UE cannot communicate with the network, given the
adverse radio conditions. The last two types of outages are
classified to as outage due to other mobility events. Outage is
denoted in terms of a percentage

Outage (%) =

∑
u Outage duration of UE u

NUE · Simulated time
· 100. (4)

B. Simulation Results

Fig. 5 shows a mobility performance analysis of the pro-
posed RACH-less handover model for CHO. The total number
of successful handovers is 17.3 KPI/UE/min. Out of this,
almost 95% of the handovers are RACH-less on account of
the UE having successfully acquired an early TA before being
able to execute the handover. The 5% typical RACH-aided
handovers stem from either the failure of the UE to send out
a measurement report to the serving cell c0 or a failure of
c0 to successfully deliver the TA configuration to the UE,
both due to adverse radio conditions whereby the UE then
resorts to a RACH-aided handover as a fallback measure.
These are shown as Step 10 and Step 16 in Fig. 3. The reason
for the significantly low failure rate is that the TA acquisition
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Fig. 5: A depiction of the mobility performance of the proposed RACH-less
handover scheme.

process lies nicely in between the CHO preparation and
execution phases, where the radio link between the UE and
the serving cell is sufficiently good on most occasions. As
such, the results also show the efficacy of the scheme and
the chosen parameters in guaranteeing that most handovers
will be RACH-less. The total mobility failures are around 8%
compared to the total number of successful handovers, and
this relatively low number of failures is one of the well-known
benefits of the decoupled CHO process [18].

The outage comparison between the proposed scheme and
the typical RACH-aided handover for the CHO mechanism is
shown in Fig. 6. For the typical scheme, it is observed that
on average a UE remains in outage for 3.6% of its tsim = 30 s
motion duration. When the proposed scheme is compared with
the typical RACH-aided handover scheme, it is seen that there
is a 43.2% relative reduction in the outage due to handover
interruption. As discussed in Sec. III-B, this is because in
the RACH-less case the intra-frequency handover interruption
time for CHO in FR2 reduces from THO

int = 54.375 ms to THO
int

= 30 ms. The reduction in the handover interruption time is
reflected as an 18.7% reduction in the total outage.

As with most enhancements, the proposed scheme has some
drawbacks. As shown in Fig. 3, the proposed enhancement
to acquire an early TA of the target cell involves signaling
messages (shown in red) over both the radio and Xn interfaces
in the 5G network. This signaling is on top of the existing
signaling needed for the CHO preparation and execution
phases. It is pertinent to mention here that for the RACH-
aided handovers, the 2-step CFRA scheme [8, Sec. 9.2.6] is
more signaling-intensive than the RACH-less handovers. Here,
the RACH-aided handovers are part of both the typical RACH-
aided handover scheme as well as for the proposed RACH-less
handover scheme, when the UE has to fallback to a RACH-
aided handover. The signaling overhead is quantified in Fig. 7,
where it is seen that with the proposed RACH-less handover
scheme the signaling overhead over the radio and Xn interfaces
increases by about 27% and 20%, respectively, when compared
to the typical RACH-aided handover.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, a random access channel (RACH)-less han-
dover signaling scheme based on early acquisition of the



   Typical RACH-aided 
    Handover Scheme

  Proposed RACH-less
   Handover Scheme

Fig. 6: A comparison of the outage between the proposed RACH-less handover
scheme with the RACH-aided handover for the CHO mechanism. The two
different outages shown here add up as the total outage.

   Radio Interface
Signaling Overhead

     Xn Interface 
Signaling Overhead

Fig. 7: A comparison of the signaling overhead due to the handover process
between the proposed RACH-less handover scheme with the RACH-aided
handover for the CHO mechanism.

timing advance (TA) of the target cell is proposed for the con-
ditional handover mechanism. The proposed scheme largely
curtails the RACH process and this paper analyses its mobility
performance in terms of reducing the handover interruption
time and, therefore, the total outage. In the context of mobility
studies based on 5G-beamformed networks, such studies are
essential because outage is often analyzed solely through the
lens of mobility failures. However, our previous studies [5]
have shown that for the given mobility scenario, outage is
indeed dominated by the handover process itself which is
needed to ensure seamless network connectivity and cannot
be done away with. The proposed enhancement exploits the
split within the conditional handover mechanism to devise
a signaling scheme whereby the user equipment (UE) can
establish initial synchronization and acquire the TA of the
target cell via the serving cell when both the UE-serving cell
link and the UE-target cell links are sufficiently strong. Results
have shown that with the proposed RACH-less handover
scheme, the UE is mainly successful in the early acquisition
of the TA. As a consequence, the outage and its constituent
handover interruption time are reduced relatively by 18.7% and
43.2%, respectively. This improvement comes at a downside
of a nominal increase in the signaling overhead, which is
also investigated in the paper and is one topic open to future
studies. TA validation based on a comparison of the difference
in pathloss values with a threshold is also an interesting
research direction [2, Sec. 5.7.17]. Another topic open to
future studies is the physical random access channel (PRACH)

preamble detection at the target cell based on 3GPP Release 18
[25, Sec. 8.4], whereby a model is developed for the PRACH
preamble transmission that is needed to aid an early acquisition
of the TA for a RACH-less handover to occur.
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[18] J. Stańczak, U. Karabulut, and A. Awada, “Conditional handover mod-
elling for increased contention free resource use in 5G-Advanced,” in
IEEE PIMRC, 2023, pp. 1–6.

[19] 3GPP, “Physical layer procedures for control,” 3GPP, TR 38.213, Dec.
2022, V17.4.0.

[20] 3GPP, “Reply LS on L1 measurement RS configuration and PDCCH
ordered RACH for LTM,” 3GPP, document TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting
121, Apr. 2023, R2-2304553.

[21] I. Viering, M. Dottling, and A. Lobinger, “A mathematical perspective
of self-optimizing wireless networks,” in IEEE ICC, 2009, pp. 1–6.

[22] 3GPP, “Study on channel model for frequencies from 0.5 to 100 GHz,”
3GPP, TR 38.901, Dec. 2019, V16.1.0.

[23] IEEE, “802.16m evaluation methodology document (EMD),” IEEE
802.16 Broadband Wireless Access Working Group, Mar. 2008.

[24] U. Karabulut, A. Awada, I. Viering, A. N. Barreto, and G. P. Fettweis,
“Low complexity channel model for mobility investigations in 5G
networks,” in IEEE WCNC, 2020, pp. 1–8.

[25] 3GPP, “Base station (BS) conformance testing part 2: Radiated confor-
mance testing,” 3GPP, TS 38.341-2, Sep. 2023, V18.3.0.


	Introduction
	Network Model
	Inter-cell Mobility
	Intra-cell Mobility
	SINR Model

	RACH-less Handover System Model
	Handover Interruption Time Breakdown
	Proposed Model for Early TA Acquisition

	Simulation Scenario and Parameters
	Performance Evaluation
	KPIs
	Simulation Results

	Conclusion
	References

