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1 Introduction
In RAN2#109bis-e meeting [1], RAN2 has made some agreements for DAPS CP open issues:

Agreements

1 After DAPS handover, the network shall release the source first before triggering the new handover procedure.
2  Reuse existing bit statusReportRequired to control second PDCP status report for DAPS AM DRB.
3  Capture RRC S3.6 as the changes made in R2-2003372, i.e. without changing agreed SRB handling“establish PDCP for target and no PDCP reestablishment”.
4  Align the terminology of “DAPS” between PDCP and RRC as shown in R2-2002860:

- Remove “DAPS PDCP entity” and “normal PDCP entity” from the specification.

- Use “DAPS bearer” in the specification.

- Remove the text regarding association between PDCP entity and the RLC entity.
5  revise the text “if dapsConfig is configured for any DRB:” to “if any DAPS bearer is configured”.
7  maxSCH-TB-BitsDL/ maxSCH-TB-BitsUL are not needed for NR since for NR the supported max DL/UL data rate for each CC can be derived from the L1 parameters included in the FeatureSet (according to the calculation defined in 38.306 4.1), i.e. do not introduce maxSCH-TB-BitsDL/ maxSCH-TB-BitsUL for NR.

8  Agree below changes if no objections from companies: 

2>
if the sdap-Config is included and when indication of successful completion of random access towards target cell is received from lower layers as specified in [3]:
And there is an FFS that “whether source SRB RLC shall be reestablished in order to avoid pending RRC message in RLC layer to be transmitted to network when SRB is resumed in source upon fallback”. Also this issue is listed as RIL [I112] for further discussion. In this paper, we further discuss this issue. 
2 Discussion

In previous RAN2 meeting, it has been agreed that “UE establishes PDCP entities for SRBs associated to the target node upon receiving DAPS HO command; UE does not re-establish PDCP entities for source SRBs during DAPS HO”, also it has been agreed “When resume SRB upon DAPS HO failure, the old stored RRC message if any, (i.e. the PDCP PDUs for SRB) shall be discarded”. The issue is that whether the source SRB RLC shall be re-established, e.g. whether the polling related counters and timer in RLC transmission side needs to be cleaned or not, when fallback to the source node. Different options are raised [2] and there is no clear majority for this issue in last meeting.
In DAPS HO, the UE would establish PDCP entities for SRBs associated to the target node and suspend PDCP entities for SRBs associated to the source node upon receiving DAPS HO command. When DAPS HO failure happens, the UE would fall back to the source node, i.e. the PDCP entities for SRBs associated to the target node would be released and the suspended PDCP entities for SRBs associated to the source node would be resumed. However, the old RRC message (i.e. the PDCP PDUs for SRB) stored in UE if any shall be discarded when the SRBs are suspended, this means that the PDCP PDUs which has not been submitted by the source RLC entity to the lower layer would be discarded as the legacy discard mechanism. Therefore, there is no need to re-establish source SRB RLC since source RLC buffer has no data. Even if source RLC buffer has remaining data and no re-establishment is performed at source SRB RLC, none problem can be foreseen when the remaining data in RLC is transmitted after source SRB is resumed.

Based on above analysis, source SRB RLC doesn’t need to be re-established when source SRB is resumed upon DAPS HO failure. 
Proposal: Source SRB RLC doesn’t need to be re-established when source SRB is resumed upon DAPS HO failure. 
3 Conclusion

This paper discusses the source SRB RLC issue and has the following proposal:

Proposal: Source SRB RLC doesn’t need to be re-established when source SRB is resumed upon DAPS HO failure.
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