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1
Introduction
After RAN2#108 meeting, there are still many open issues left on DAPS topic. These issues involve a lot of details of DAPS. In this paper, we mainly focus on the configuration related issues of DAPS.
2
Discussion
RAN2 has agreed

7
PDCP status report is triggered when UL switching occurs (from MAC to RRC to PDCP). Since PDCP has switched to target, it is transmitted to target only.

FFS whether PDCP status report is triggered when upper layer requests a PDCP reconfiguration with source protocol release.

We notice that there are two occasion for PDCP status report, that is UL switching and PDCP reconfiguration with source protocol release. From last meeting online discussion, some companies thought it is beneficial for the PDCP status report when upper layer requests a PDCP reconfiguration with source protocol release. Since DL protocol stack is still maintained after UL switching, there are some in-flight PDCP SDUs before the source protocol release. It is necessary to reflect the final status for selective retransmission.

Proposal 1: PDCP status report is triggered when upper layer requests a PDCP reconfiguration with source protocol release.
From the efficient usage of network resources, we also support to use PDCP status report for RLC UM. Even though there is no retransmission need for RLC UM, it is better for the target cell to know the PDCP status for data transmission. Otherwise, the target cell has to transmit all PDCP SDUs stored in its buffer regardless the PDCP SDUs already received by the UE in the source cell. That is a waste of radio resources for network.
Proposal 2: PDCP status reporting for DAPS bearers is needed for RLC UM
There is still a question for whether RAN2 supports full configuration of DAPS. The use case is the target node does not support delta configuration when the handover involves different nodes. However, full configuration needs UE resets everything (MAC/RLC/PDCP) which indicates 0ms interruption can not be realized without network coordination. Thus, we think full configuration is not supported for DAPS handover.

Proposal 3: Full configuration is not supported for DAPS handover.

If source and target cell have no capability coordination, the network configuration from source + target may exceed the UE capability. There is no consensus for RAN2 in this aspect as follow:
3
FFS if we specify behaviour for specific capabilities (e.g. UL tx power) or fallback to legacy handover (given that UE doesn’t know whether network uses capability coordination). Will diucss these based on company contributions.

There are two main options to deal with this issue:

Option 1: fall back to legacy handover;

Option 2: reestablishment;

Option 1 can not achieve 0ms interruption goal for mobility enhancement. The exceeding of source+target configuration is regarded as network erro, UE performs reestablishment is simple to deal with this case. We think Option 2 is more suitable.
Proposal 4: UE performs reestablishment if the network configuration from source+target exceed the UE capability.
3
Conclusions
In this paper, we discuss the details of DAPS configuration and have following proposals: 
Proposal 1: PDCP status report is triggered when upper layer requests a PDCP reconfiguration with source protocol release.
Proposal 2: PDCP status reporting for DAPS bearers is needed for RLC UM
Proposal 3: Full configuration is not supported for DAPS handover.
Proposal 4: UE performs reestablishment if the network configuration from source+target exceed the UE capability.
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