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1
Introduction
In RAN2#107bis meeting [1], RAN2 has made some agreements for DAPS HO:

Agreements

Single PDCP entity supporting DAPS:

16
The single PDCP entity for DAPS is modelled to have separate security/ROHC functions in the specification. 

17
At the UE side for DRB, the normal PDCP entity is changed to the single PDCP entity supporting DAPS upon reception of HO command; the single PDCP entity supporting DAPS is changed to normal PDCP entity upon release of the source cell.

18
The change between the normal PDCP entity and the single PDCP entity supporting DAPS need to be captured in both RRC and PDCP. FFS on how to capture. 

Working assumption

19
DAPS configuration per DRB is agreed as working assumption as long as the specification impact is small. 

Working assumption 
1
RLC UM with PDCP SN number continuity is supported for DAPS. We do not attempt to make RLC UM lossless by introducing RLC AM mechanisms.
In email discussion [2], companies show their opinion for the DAPS indication, but no consensus is achieved. It is WA that “DAPS configuration per DRB is agreed as working assumption as long as the specification impact is small”. In this paper we would further discuss whether the DAPS configuration is per UE or per DRB.
2
Discussion
From low layer point of view, if the UE can support DAPS HO, the UE has the capability to support simultaneous transmission/reception no matter the type of the DRB. On the other hand, in last meeting RAN2 has agreed that RLC UM is supported for DAPS HO. Therefore, DAPS HO procedure is per UE for all the different DRBs with RLC AM mode and/or UM mode, the capable UE can keep the radio link and associated U-plane configuration in the source cell while accessing the target cell to achieve 0ms interruption time. 
If the DAPS HO configuration is per DRB, some RAN2/RAN3 spec impacts may be introduced. For example, if some DRBs are requested for DAPS HO procedure and some are not, multiple DAPS HO indications are included in the Handover Request message. And then, the target node would perform admission control for different DRBs, and generate the handover command for different DRBs, e.g. multiple DAPS HO indications are included in the handover command corresponding to the DRBs that supporting DAPS HO. After the UE receives the handover command, it would decide whether to perform legacy handover procedure or DAPS HO procedure for some certain DRB.
In addition, in LTE R14 mobility enhancements WI, the MBB indication is introduced and the same issue is also discussed. The final decision is that the MBB indication is per UE, i.e. only one MBB indication is included in the Handover Request message and the handover command separately. Compared with DAPS HO and MBB HO, there is no big difference considering whether the indication is per UE or per DRB. Taken LTE principle as baseline, the simple way is that the DAPS HO indication is per UE, thus spec impact is small. 
Proposal 1: DAPS configuration should be per UE.
3
Conclusions
This paper mainly discusses about whether DAPS configuration is per UE or per DRB, and we have the following proposal:

Proposal 1: DAPS configuration should be per UE.
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