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1. Introduction
At RAN2#107, we have the following agreements for CHO [1]:
Agreements
1  For FR1, we will leave it up to UE implementation to select the target cell if more than one candidate cell meets the triggering condition (same as for FR2).
2  Do not introduce “bye” message from UE to the source cell for CHO.
3  If UE receives conventional handover command, it will execute the handover command regardless of stored (configured) conditional handover command. This applies if the HO cmd is received before any CHO triggering condition is satisfied. FFS how HO failure is handled.
4 	The UE can’t receive and perform RRC configuration from source cell while executing CHO command (which means from the time when the UE starts synchronization with target cell).
FFS whether simultaneous connectivity and CHO can work simultaneously.
5	UE is not required to continue evaluating the triggering condition of other candidate cell(s) during CHO execution.
6	We will not change cell selection procedure due to CHO (T310 expiry, T304(-like) expiry, etc.) 
7	CHO is optional feature for UEs and networks.
In LTE/NR mobility enhancement WI, the two key objectives are proposed to achieve reduction in user data interruption (i.e. 0ms or close to 0ms interruption time) and handover robustness. The DASP HO has been agreed as the simultaneous connectivity solution to minimize interruption time, while the CHO is the solution used for robustness handover. In this contribution, we share some views on whether DAPS and CHO can work simultaneously.
2. [bookmark: OLE_LINK1]Discussion
Compared with legacy HO, one or more CHO candidate cells and corresponding execution condition(s) can be configured for one UE. The UE starts monitoring CHO execution condition(s) upon receiving CHO configuration and executes CHO when one or more execution conditions are met. Besides RAN2 has agreed that “CHO execution does not trigger measurement report”. Thus, the source node has no idea which CHO candidate cell is selected and when the UE starts RACH to the selected candidate cell, when the CHO execution is triggered. 
Observation 1: When the CHO execution is triggered, the source node has no idea which CHO candidate cell is selected and when the UE starts RACH to the selected candidate cell.
For DAPS HO, the UE still maintains connection with the source cell when the UE is performing RACH to the target cell or even after the UE successfully complete RACH to the target cell, i.e. until release of source cell. Then the UE capability used for the target and source configuration/scheduling during DAPS HO may need to be coordinated between the source node and the target node to support simultaneous connectivity. If the capability coordination is used, the source node may need to change its configuration (e.g. release or deactivate some source SCells) to ensure UE capabilities used for the source and target are not exceeded. 
Observation 2: In DAPS HO, the source node may need to change its configuration (e.g. release or deactivate some source SCells) to ensure UE capabilities for the source and target are not exceeded in case capability coordination is used for DAPS HO. 
In case of combination of DAPS and CHO, we think it means the source node can make handover preparation separately with multiple candidate nodes, and then send CHO configurations with DAPS indicator to the UE. The UE starts evaluating the execution condition(s) upon receiving the CHO configuration, and performs DAPS HO upon one or more execution condition(s) is met. If capability coordination for CHO + DAPS is used, the source node needs to perform capability coordination with multiple candidate nodes during handover preparation phase. And the source node may need to change its configuration for coordinating with different target node configurations, respectively. Although we have agreed that “DAPS HO supports having RRC message(s) containing configuration from source cell and target cell.” at last meeting, if the change of source configuration is performed upon sending handover command, the UE may need to release or deactivate SCell(s) even during the UE evaluating CHO execution conditions. Then a sharp decrease of throughput will increase the buffering delay and may cause the reset of TCP congestion window, which will lead to considerable negative impact on user experience before execution of CHO. In order to avoid decreasing throughput before execution of CHO, it may need the source node to keep multiple configuration sets for different target nodes during monitoring execution condition of CHO, and apply the new configuration of source only upon execution of CHO. However, since the source node is not aware of the CHO execution, the source node has no idea when to use the stored configuration and which configuration can be used for performing DAPS HO. Therefore, if UE capabilities are exceeded during DAPS HO, it may lead to handover failure and trigger RRC re-establishment.
Observation 3: In case of combination of DAPS and CHO, the source node may need to perform capability coordination with multiple candidate nodes during handover preparation. And the source node has no idea when to use the coordinated configuration and which configuration can be used during DAPS HO. 
Considering the above observations, we propose RAN2 to further consider how to handle the capability coordination if the combination of DAPS and CHO is supported.
Proposal 1: RAN2 further consider how to handle the capability coordination if the combination of DAPS and CHO is supported. 
3. Conclusion and proposals
In this contribution, we share some views on the combination of DAPS and CHO with the following observations and proposals:
Observation 1: When the CHO execution is triggered, the source node has no idea which CHO candidate cell is selected and when the UE starts RACH to the selected candidate cell.
Observation 2: In DAPS HO, the source node may need to change its configuration (e.g. release or deactivate some source SCells) to ensure UE capabilities for the source and target are not exceeded in case capability coordination is used for DAPS HO. 
Observation 3: In case of combination of DAPS and CHO, the source node may need to perform capability coordination with multiple candidate nodes during handover preparation. And the source node has no idea when to use the coordinated configuration and which configuration can be used during DAPS HO. 
Proposal 1: RAN2 further consider how to handle the capability coordination if the combination of DAPS and CHO is supported. 
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