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1. Introduction
[bookmark: Proposal_Pattern_Length]In [1], RAN1 mentioned they have discussed support of NUL and SUL during DAPS handover and agreed to the following:
· In Rel-16, UE is not required to support both NUL and SUL in source cell during DAPS handover
· In Rel-16, UE is not required to support both NUL and SUL in target cell during DAPS handover
· Up to RAN2 for the solution to handle above cases
In this contribution, we expressed our view on this issue.
1. Discussion
In RAN2#112e, RAN2 discussed the support of multi-RTP, CA and DC during DAPS handover, and concluded that

Network ensures that multi-TRP does not operate simultaneously with DAPS HO. This will typically require network to do RRC reconfiguration before sending DAPS HO command.
Network ensures that SCG and/or SCells are not configured when UE receives DAPS HO. This will typically require network to do RRC reconfiguration before sending DAPS HO command.
Corresponding CRs [2]-[5] have been agreed. 
Based on RAN1 LS in [1], there could be two approaches in RAN2:
Approach 1: The NUL+ SUL cannot work simultaneously with DAPS, i.e. the SUL configured in source shall be released if NUL+SUL is configured before the handover command is sent to the UE, and NUL+SUL configuration cannot be configured in DAPS HO command.
Approach 2: The NUL+SUL is optional to the DAPS UE, i.e. introduce the capability on the support of NUL+SUL for DAPS;
However, according to RAN1 discussion in [6], RAN1 intention is to remove the configuration instead of introducing a new UE capability on this. The reason “not required” is used in the LS because company commented “not required” was used in the agreement made in RANP for mTRP+DAPS as “UE is not required to support simultaneous operation of multi-DCI/single-DCI mTRP and DAPS in Rel-16.”.
Note: For details of the extensive RAN1 discussion that took place between Oct 26 to Nov 5, please see R1-2009542 [6].
Therefore we propose
Proposal: NUL+SUL does not operate simultaneously with DAPS HO. This will typically require network to do RRC reconfiguration, i.e. the network shall release SUL configuration if NUL+SUL is configured in source before the DAPS HO command is sent to the UE, and the network cannot configure the NUL+SUL in DAPS HO command.
1. Conclusion
Based on the discussion, we have following proposals:
Proposal: NUL+SUL does not operate simultaneously with DAPS HO. This will typically require network to do RRC reconfiguration, i.e. the network shall release SUL configuration if NUL+SUL is configured in source before the DAPS HO command is sent to the UE, and the network cannot configure the NUL+SUL in DAPS HO command.
The corresponding CRs are provided in [7]-[8].
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