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Discussion and Decision
1 Introduction
During the post RAN2#109 email discussion, there are some open issues for further online discussion. 
· Issue 1: Necessity of PDCP status report upon releasing source RLC entity

· Issue 2: Necessity of PDCP status reporting for DAPS for RLC UM upon UL switching

· Issue 3: Spec Impact by stopping RLM in source after RACH successful access in target PCell

This contribution will provide our view on these issues.
2 Discussion

· Issue 1: Necessity of PDCP status report upon releasing source RLC entity
The PDCP status report has been agreed to be triggered upon UL path switching. The second PDCP status report upon source link releasing is only helpful to avoid the redundant transmission between the UL switching and the source RLC releasing. 
Since the period is short, and target Node is possible to receive the final SN status transfer from the source Node upon the source link release to understand the next missing DL/UL PDCP SDU, we think UE does not need to trigger PDCP status report.
Proposal 1: PDCP status report is not triggered upon releasing the source RLC entity. 
· Issue 2: Necessity of PDCP status reporting for DAPS for RLC UM upon UL switching

The information is helpful for NW to avoid the duplication transmission which has been received/transmitted from source link. Therefore, from NW efficient transmission perspective, UE should trigger PDCP status report for DAPS bearer upon UL switching. But since it is the new feature for RLC UM, we would like to make it configurable. 
Proposal 2: The RLC UM entity can be configurable to trigger PDCP status report upon UL switching during DAPS HO. 
· Issue 3: Spec Impact by stopping RLM in source after RACH successful access in target PCell
It was agreed that UE should stop RLM in source upon RACH successful completion in target cell during DAPS HO. In order to correctly reflect the agreement in RRC spec, we propose to adopt the following TP which is based on the running RRC CR in the email discussion (the words highlighted in yellow)
	5.3.5.3
Reception of an RRCReconfiguration by the UE

….

2>
if the reconfigurationWithSync was included in spCellConfig of an MCG:

3>
if T390 is running:

4>
stop timer T390 for all access categories;

4>
perform the actions as specified in 5.3.14.4.

3>
if RRCReconfiguration does not include dedicatedSIB1-Delivery and

3>
if the active downlink BWP, which is indicated by the firstActiveDownlinkBWP-Id for the target SpCell of the MCG, has a common search space configured by searchSpaceSIB1:

4>
acquire the SIB1, which is scheduled as specified in TS 38.213 [13], of the target SpCell of the MCG;

4>
upon acquiring SIB1, perform the actions specified in clause 5.2.2.4.2;
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> stop and suspend the timer T310 for the source, if running;
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> remove all the entries within VarCHO-Config, if any;
3>
for each measId of the source SpCell configuration

, if the associated reportConfig has a reportType set to cho-TriggerConfig:
4>
remove the entry with the matching measId from the measIdList within the VarMeasConfig;



….

	5.3.10.1
Detection of physical layer problems in RRC_CONNECTED

The UE shall:
1>
if dapsConfig is configured for any DRB, upon receiving N310 consecutive "out-of-sync" indications for the source from lower layers before or while T304 is running:



2>
start timer T310 for the source, if the timer is not suspended.

1>
upon receiving N310 consecutive "out-of-sync" indications for the SpCell from lower layers while neither T300, T301, T304, T311 nor T319 are running:

2>
start timer T310 for the corresponding SpCell.
Editor’s note: TBC on how/whether to capture stop RLM in source after RACH successful to target PCell.



Proposal 3: Adopt the above TP for stopping RLM upon RACH successful completion in target in DAPS HO. 
3 Conclusion
According to the analysis in section 2, we propose that:
Proposal 1: PDCP status report is not triggered upon releasing the source RLC entity. 
Proposal 2: The RLC UM entity can be configurable to trigger PDCP status report upon UL switching during DAPS HO. 
Proposal 3: Adopt the above TP for stopping RLM upon RACH successful completion in target in DAPS HO. 

�From Samsung, We think one more indentation is required for the added bullet 2 (change to bullet 3). Otherwise, VarCHO-Config can be removed even upon SCG related reconfiguration.


�[Yi] DOne


Not sure the new identation is correct. Assuming the variable is sued for Cond PSCell Change. If that procedure is used for CPC, the variable would also need to be deleted, right?





�Another aspect: according to the new identation, if the UE is configured for SCG addition it would maintain CHO being monitored. I wonder if we have agreed that it is possible to be configured with CHO and add an SCG.


�[Yi1] Yes, if cond PSCell is added, we have to add something. We did not discuss whether CHO (MCG) +DC can work together or not. But I do not see the problem on that. 


�We also do not see a problem, so should we try to confirm that?


�[Yi] I will capture this issue CHO (MCG) + DC in email discussion #66. But too late to check companies’s view. I will only ask RAN2 to confirm. 
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�This is added so UE does not delete measId(s) that are being configured by target’s RRCReconfiguration. 


�[Yi] Ok.


�If these are CHO measId(s), how come there could be a reporting entry? Maybe we missed something here, could you please clarify?


�[Yi] this should be deleted. 


�This implies that all the N310 “out-of-sync” indications need to be received while T304 is running. Some of the “out-of-sync” indications can however be received before the start of T304 while the “last one” is received while T304 is running.


�[Yi] updated it a bit.


�Samsung, Agree with ericsson





