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1. Introduction

This document is to summarize the offline discussion below:

· [AT109e][075][TEI16] NR – ENDC handover (China Telecom)
Scope: Progress Stage-3 CRs, Decide finally whether 38306 capability is needed. 
Intended outcome: Agreed CRs (if not 100% agreement, decide action by email)

Deadline: MAR 3 1200 CET
The remaining issue is whether the source NR node needs to know the nr-HO-ToEN-DC-r16 capability.
2. Summary of Offline Discussion
In our perspective, there are three motivations to include the nr-HO-ToEN-DC-r16 in NR capability.
1) According to this indicator the source NR node can include available NR measurement result into the CandidateCellInfo which can be used for the target node to choose a better SN. People may argue how the NR side could get LTE measurement result and NR measurement result together. We list two possible cases below: 
a) The NR network can include the measurement result of NR serving cell during eps fallback to LTE. 
b) The NR network can keep the NR measurement result for a while so it has available NR measurement result when trigger handover. (It is up to networks' implementation)
 2) According to this indicator the source NR node can give higher priority to LTE cell with EN-DC capability when choosing a target cell.

3)    For SgNB/gNB shared scenario, the source gNB can be directly configured as SgNB in the EPS fallback or HO procedure. In this case, to enable internal handling and data forwarding in a shared gNB/SgNB, the source gNB can transfer the UE NGAP identifier to target eNB/SgNB.
Based on above assumption, we raised following question. Companies are welcome to provide any feedback.

Question: Do you think any of these motivations above is reasonable and agree to introduce an indicator in the NR side:

	Company
	Agree or not
	Reason (if any)

	vivo
	 agree
	The capability will give more information which will help gNB to provide candidate LTE cells and select EN-DC supporting eNB with high priority, like rapporteur lists.  

	Vodafone
	Agree
	 Useful feature to
1-      Indicate UE’s capability to handover from a Standalone to Dual Connected configuration
2-      Necessary handover feature between two network configuration

	Huawei
	Agree
	We agree it is useful to include this capability in NR capability for the use cases listed by rapporteur.
Apart from that, we also see there might be more potential use cases, e.g. the gNB can decide whether to trigger proactive fall back from NR to LTE (with EN-DC) for the UE supporting this HO capability when considering coverage, network load balance or UE experience. 

	Ericsson
	Agree
	 We think the motivations above are valid. Furthermore, it would be more dangerous to not add this capability now and find other use cases later.

	ZTE
	Agree 
	 We agree with the motivations mentioned by the rapporteur, it makes sense to introduce the capability in UE NR capability.

	OPPO
	 
	For NREN-DC HO, if we hope both NR and LTE know the capability of NREN-DC HO, we can put one single capability in UE-MRDC-Capability.
I think there is no need to define 2 same capability in both LTE side and NR side.

	BT
	Disagree
	We consider all 5G Rel.16 devices shall be capable of SA to ENDC HO because they will be capable to operate in SA and in ENDC. We don’t see any convincing technical reason for a 5G Rel.16 device capable of SA and ENDC to not be capable to support SA to ENDC handover. For that reason, in our understanding this new UE feature is redundant and not needed.
Since Rel.16 ANS.1 isn’t concluded yet, there are no Rel.16 devices on the market that require this signaling for backwards compatibility reasons.  

	China Telecom
	 Agree
	In addition to the motivations listed above, the NR network has to enquire MR-DC capabilities according to UE’s NR to EN-DC handover capability. Otherwise NR network don’t support NR-DC or NE-DC may not enquire MR-DC capabilities which is essential for the target network during NR to EN-DC handover. 

	Nokia
	 Agree
	 We agree to include this capability in NR capability container. Furthermore, the indicator is helpful to be used for future Inter-RAT handover optimization, for example, to indicate UE can report  measurement result of both target MN and target SN simultaneously. 


 Summary
1) 7 companies support to add a new UE capability indicator nr-HO-ToEN-DC-r16 in UE E-UTRA capabilities.

2) 1 company suggest adding it in UE-MRDC-Capability.
3) 1 company think this feature should be mandatory without signalling. 
Conclusion: nr-HO-ToEN-DC-r16 capability in the UE-NR-Capability is needed
3. Way Forward
After offline discussion, it is proposed RAN2 to agree on the following way forward:

· Agree the CRs on 36.306, 38.306, 36.331,38.331 [1-4]
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