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1	Introduction
This document is to handle the following email discussion:
[bookmark: _Ref178064866][AT113bis-e][211][MOB] DAPS corrections (Samsung)
Scope:
· Discuss which DAPS corrections (for LTE and NR) marked for this discussion are seen agreeable. CRs that are editorial can be merged together. 
	Intended outcome:
· Discussion summary in R2-2104312 (by email rapporteur).
· Agreeable CRs (if any)
	Deadline for providing comments, for rapporteur inputs, conclusions and CR finalization:
· Initial deadline (for company feedback):  1st week Thu, UTC 0900 
· Initial deadline (for rapporteur summary):  1st week Fri, UTC 0900
· Deadline for CR finalization: 2nd week Tue, UTC 1000 

The following documents are to be treated in this email discussion:
By Email [211] (1012)
LCP handling for source cell in DAPS HO: 
R2-2103291	CR on LCP of the source MAC entity	Samsung	CR	Rel-16	38.321	16.4.0	1079	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core
R2-2103292	CR on LCP of the source MAC entity	Samsung	CR	Rel-16	36.321	16.4.0	1522	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core

Stage-2 Description of UL switching for DAPS: 
R2-2103333	38.300 CR: Transmissions to the source that continue upon DAPS UL switching	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell	CR	Rel-16	38.300	16.5.0	0353	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core

Miscellaneous RRC corrections for DAPS:
R2-2104072	Handling of physicalCellGroupConfig in DAPS handover	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.4.1	2544	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core
R2-2104075	CR on T312 handling in DAPS HO	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.4.0	4627	-	F	LTE_feMob-Core
R2-2104076	CR on configuration release in DAPS HO	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.4.0	4628	-	F	LTE_feMob-Core
R2-2104125	Configuration for UDCEHC and DAPS	LG Electronics Inc.	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.4.0	4632	-	F	LTE_feMob-Core
R2-2104128	Configuration for EHC and DAPS	LG Electronics Inc.	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.4.1	2554	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core

RLF and re-establishment after RA success to target cell but before source cell release: 
R2-2103626	Clarification on RLF detection of source Pcell	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-16	NR_Mob_enh-Core, LTE_feMob-Core
R2-2103625	Correction on RRC re-establishment for DAPS	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-16	NR_Mob_enh-Core, LTE_feMob-Core

Addition/release of bearers during DAPS: 
R2-2102821	Addition and release of DRBs in DAPS HO Command	Ericsson	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.4.0	4607	-	F	LTE_feMob-Core
R2-2102822	Addition and release of DRBs in DAPS HO Command	Ericsson	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.4.0	2478	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core


2	Discussion
2.1	LCP handling for source cell in DAPS HO
R2-2103291	CR on LCP of the source MAC entity	Samsung	CR	Rel-16	38.321	16.4.0	1079	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core
R2-2103292	CR on LCP of the source MAC entity	Samsung	CR	Rel-16	36.321	16.4.0	1522	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core

Reason for change: 
In the last RAN2 meeting(RAN2#113), RAN2 allowed to delay RLC re-establishment for DAPS handover as follows:
[211] Add the following NOTE to both 36.331 and 38.331 to clarify UE handling of the non-DAPS bearer: "NOTE x: In DAPS handover, the UE may re-establish PDCP and RLC entity for a DRB not configured with daps-HO when MAC successfully completes the random access procedure. In this case, the UE suspends data transmission and reception for all DRBs not configured with daps-HO in the source PCell for the duration of the DAPS handover."

According to this, the source MAC entity may transmit a MAC subPDU corresponding to non-DAPS DRB during DAPS handover, e.g. pre-processed or buffered data, if the RLC entity is not established upon the reception of Handover command, which is not aligned with the principle of DAPS handover

Summary of change: To avoid the transmission of MAC subPDU corresponding to non-DAPS DRB during DAPS handover, the restriction on LCP of the source MAC entity is specified as follows:

The change from R2-2103291:

	[bookmark: _Toc29239842][bookmark: _Toc52796484][bookmark: _Toc67931543][bookmark: _Toc46490327][bookmark: _Toc37296201][bookmark: _Toc52752022]5.4.3.1.3	Allocation of resources
Before the successful completion of the Random Access procedure initiated for DAPS handover, the target MAC entity shall not select the logical channel(s) corresponding to non-DAPS DRB(s) for the uplink grant received in a Random Access Response or the uplink grant for the transmission of the MSGA payload. The source MAC entity shall select only the logical channel(s) corresponding to DAPS DRB(s) during DAPS handover.



The change from R2-2103292:

	[bookmark: _Toc37256226][bookmark: _Toc29242969][bookmark: _Toc52536228][bookmark: _Toc37256380][bookmark: _Toc67934316][bookmark: _Toc46500319]5.4.3.1	Logical channel prioritization
The Logical Channel Prioritization procedure is applied when a new transmission is performed.
…
Before the successful completion of the contention based Random Access procedure initiated for DAPS handover, the target MAC entity shall not select the logical channel(s) corresponding to non-DAPS DRB(s) for the uplink grant received in a Random Access Response. The source MAC entity shall select only the logical channel(s) corresponding to DAPS DRB(s) during DAPS handover.



Rapporteur comments: Even if UE suspends data transmission and reception for all DRBs not configured with daps-HO in the source PCell for the duration of the DAPS handover according to NOTE in 38.331/36.331(Note that the fallback case is not considered as “during DAPS handover”), it is not clear how UE should comply with this. Moreover, the source MAC entity may transmit a MAC subPDU corresponding to non-DAPS DRB during DAPS handover in 38.321/36.321. Therefore, Rapporteur thinks it should be clarified by normative text or NOTE corresponding to NOTE in 38.331/36.331. 
	Company
	Agree to CR?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	MediaTek
	Yes
	This is for clarification and we do not expect UE behavior change.

	Intel
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	Ok to have this further clarification, and it aligns with our understanding.

	Ericsson
	No
	The default behavior (if you follow 38.331/36.331 line by line) is that the PDCP and RLC entities for the non-DAPS bearers are reestablished and associated with the target MAC entity upon reception of the DAPS handover command. In this case it is clear that no UL data will be transmitted in the source cell for the non-DAPS DRBs. The informative note was added to allow for an alternative UE implementation where the UE delays the reestablishment until after the random access is successfully completed. The point was to simplify the restoration of the bearer state in case the random access fails and the UE falls back to source cell. Since this alternative implementation was captured as a note (i.e. it is only informative) we don’t think we need to specify all the details. The note also says that “the UE suspends data transmission and reception for all DRBs not configured with daps-HO in the source PCell for the duration of the DAPS handover”, and from this it should be clear that the UE does not transmit UL data on the non-DAPS bearers in the source cell.

	ZTE
	
	No strong view. We think “UE suspends data transmission and reception” is clear for the UE to not transmit UL data on non-DAPS DRB in the source cell. But if most companies prefer to have this clarification, we can also accept it.

	Nokia
	No
	We do not think this change is correct and needed. We do agree with Ericsson, especially on the part on ‘’the UE suspends data transmission and reception for all DRBs not configured with daps-HO’’. We see no need for this additional clarification.

	Samsung
	Yes
	The reason why we are proposing this CR is that UE behavior should be the same during DAPS handover, regardless of delaying RLC/PDCP re-establishment. This is a clarification CR and thus UE behavior would be kept as before.

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	It is a useful clarification. It  could be reworded to align with first sentence of the paragraph "The source MAC entity shall not select the logical channel(s) corresponding to non-DAPS DRB(s) during DAPS handover."

	Sharp
	Yes with comments
	Agree with the intention. For LTE, this may be covered by“The MAC entity shall not transmit data for a logical channel corresponding to a radio bearer that is suspended”in 5.4.3.1 of 36.321. So we suggest to add similar sentence in 38.321 for NR.

	LG
	No but
	If we need to specify it, the NOTE is enough because the text for delaying RLC re-establishment for DAPS handover is captured using NOTE. 

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	Sequans
	Yes
	We are fine with this clarification.

	vivo
	Yes. but
	My understanding is that all companies agree this behavior. So we a possible compromise is to add a note to include this clarification.


13 companies share their views on this.
Yes : 9
No strong view : 1
No : 3
Rapporteur assumes that it would be better to have a DAPS specific clarification and this CR clarifies not only the UE behavior corresponding to NOTE(in 38.331/36.331) we added in RAN2#103 but also the legacy UE behavior because the MAC entity cannot know which DRB is suspended or not (Note that LCP is operating only based on logical channel configuration and the source logical channel configuration is not released), and thus propose to agree to these CRs.  
Proposal 1. Agree to R2-2103291 and R2-2103292.

2.2	Stage-2 Description of UL switching for DAPS
R2-2103333	38.300 CR: Transmissions to the source that continue upon DAPS UL switching	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell	CR	Rel-16	38.300	16.5.0	0353	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core

Reason for change: 
In DAPS after uplink switching the UE still transmits to the source cell everything that is already fed below PDCP layer, not necessarily only retransmissions (what current text implies), but new transmissions are also possible when the data has been sent from PDCP to RLC before UL switching. This explanation is missing in the NR Stage 2 text.

Summary of change: One subparagraph in 9.2.3.2.2 is updated with the case of new transmissions covered as well. Text clarifications and rephrasing is introduced, e.g. the explicit use of “ROHC” is removed as PDCP PDUs (control and data) cover ROHC already as follows:
	Uplink:
-	The UE transmits UL data to the source gNB until the random access procedure toward the target gNB has been successfully completed. Afterwards the UE switches its UL data transmission to the target gNB.
[bookmark: _Hlk67583364]-	Even after switching its UL data transmissions towards the target gNB, the UE transmits and finishes to transmit to the source gNB all PDCP PDUs (control and data) submitted to RLC before the UL switch, includingcontinues to send UL layer 1 CSI feedback, HARQ re-transmissions and feedback, layer 2 RLC re-transmissions and feedback, ROHC feedback, HARQ data re-transmissions, and RLC data re-transmission to the source gNB.
-	During handover execution period, the UE maintains separate security context and ROHC header compressor context for uplink transmissions towards the source and target gNBs. The UE maintains common UL PDCP SN allocation. PDCP SN continuity is supported for both RLC AM and UM DRBs configured with DAPS.
-	During handover execution period, the source and target gNBs maintain their own security and ROHC header decompressor contexts to process UL data received from the UE.



Rapporteur comments: Rapporteur thinks that the concerned case would happen and need to be specified in 36.300 as well as 38.300. Considering stage-2 specification and minimization of change, the change may be reduced by adding a parenthesis as follows:
	-	Even after switching its UL data transmissions towards the target gNB, the UE continues to send UL layer 1 CSI feedback, HARQ feedback, layer 2 RLC feedback, ROHC feedback, HARQ data re-transmissions, and RLC data (re-)transmission to the source gNB.




	Company
	Agree to CR?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	MediaTek
	Yes
	We can consider Rapporteur’s text.

	Intel
	
	Not aligned with previous agreements, i.e. new user data cannot be sent after UL switching. 

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes, but
	In RAN2#107b, we made the agreement as below:
2	The UE keeps the UL HARQ (re)transmission of the source link after UL data transmission switching to the target eNB.
3	When an uplink grant indicating the HARQ new transmission is received in the source link after UL data switching, the UE is expected to perform the corresponding UL transmission accordingly.

So we are fine with Rapp’s text, and we also think a parenthesis should be added to “HARQ data (re-)transmission”.

	Ericsson
	No

	The new text from Nokia is not fully correct. According to the new text the UE cannot transmit RoHC feedback to the source cell after the UL switch which is not aligned with previous agreements. (The UE will continue to receive DL data from the source cell also after the UL switch and therefore needs to be able to transmit RoHC feedback for this data). Also “including” does not seem to fit in the sentence since e.g. CSI feedback is not a PDCP PDU.

The rapporteur’s alternative proposal seems ok.

	ZTE
	
	We are fine with Rapporteur’s text and Huawei’s suggestion.

	Nokia
	Yes
	We are OK to consider the Rapporteur’s and Huawei’s suggestions. 
Agree with Ericsson that listing CSI feedback among the examples of PDCP PDUs was not correct. We can rephrase that sentence. 
Regarding ROHC removal (commented by Ericsson), as explained in the ‘summary of change’, this has been deleted as it is already covered in’PDCP PDUs (control and data)’. 

	Samsung
	Yes
	In the previous agreement, we assume that new UL data is the data newly received from upper layer after RA is completed to the target. In this issue, the concerned UL data can be regarded as old data. We are also fine with Huawei’s suggestion.

	Qualcomm
	
	We are fine with the Rapporteur’s suggestion.

	Sharp
	
	Rapporteur’s text is preferred.

	LG
	Yes
	We are ok with text proposed by Rapporteur.

	OPPO
	Yes
	After UL switching, new PDCP SDU can only be sent to the target, but those PDCP PDUs submitted to lower layers may still be sent to the source.

	Sequans
	Yes
	We are fine with the intention of the CR. No strong view on exact wording.

	vivo
	Yes
	Agree with the intention.
As agreed in R2#109bis-e, Do not introduce discard indication in source from PDCP to RLC upon UL switching. new transmissions are possible when the data has been sent from PDCP to RLC before UL switching. 
Rapporteur’s text is preferred if clarification is needed.



13 companies share their views on this.
All the companies seem fine with Rapporteur’s suggestion and Huawei’s suggestion. 
The CR should be revised as follows:
-	Even after switching its UL data transmissions towards the target gNB, the UE continues to send UL layer 1 CSI feedback, HARQ feedback, layer 2 RLC feedback, ROHC feedback, HARQ data (re-)transmissions, and RLC data (re-)transmission to the source gNB.

Proposal 2. Agree to the revised one (R2- 2104336) of R2-2103333

2.3	Miscellaneous RRC corrections for DAPS
R2-2104072	Handling of physicalCellGroupConfig in DAPS handover	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.4.1	2544	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core

Reason for change: 
For some parameters of masterCellGroup (e.g. mac-CellGroupConfig, RLC bearer lists, ...) 38.331 specifies how to handle them in DAPS handover. But for physicalCellGroupConfig, it is unclear that whether it apply to both source and target cell group or it apply to target cell group only. We think that UE shall apply the physicalCellGroupConfig only to target configuration, i.e. source configuration does not change at all upon receiving DAPS handover command.

Summary of change:
Clarify that UE shall apply the physicalCellGroupConfig only to target configuration upon receiving DAPS handover command as follows: 
	CellGroupConfig field descriptions

	bap-Address
BAP address of the parent node in cell group.

	bh-RLC-ChannelToAddModList
Configuration of the backhaul RLC entities and the corresponding MAC Logical Channels to be added and modified.

	bh-RLC-ChannelToReleaseList
List of the backhaul RLC entities and the corresponding MAC Logical Channels to be released.

	f1c-TransferPath
The F1-C transfer path that an EN-DC IAB-MT should use for transferring F1-C packets to the IAB-donor-CU. If IAB-MT is configured with lte, IAB-MT can only use LTE leg for F1-C transfer. If IAB-MT is configured with nr, IAB-MT can only use NR leg for F1-C transfer. If IAB-MT is configured with both, it is up to IAB-MT to select an LTE leg or a NR leg for F1-C transfer. If the field is not configured, the IAB node uses the NR leg as the default one.

	mac-CellGroupConfig
MAC parameters applicable for the entire cell group.

	physicalCellGroupConfig
Physical layer parameters applicable for the entire cell group. If any DAPS bearer is configured, the UE applies this configuration for the target cell group.

	rlc-BearerToAddModList
Configuration of the MAC Logical Channel, the corresponding RLC entities and association with radio bearers.



Rapporteur comment: In general, such application is clarified in the procedural text. For other configurations (e.g. mac-CellGroupConfig), it is specified in procedural text (e.g. in 5.3.5.5.5) and thus there is no additional clarification in field descriptions. However, there is no procedural text and field description for physicalCellGroupConfig. To resolve the concern raised in this CR, any change would be needed.

	Company
	Agree to CR?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	Intel
	No
	This has been discussed in RAN2#112 and RAN2 agreed
[bookmark: _Hlk56175502]Offline 214 to discuss if we add to the RRC specification that “other configuration”, “SpCell Configuration” in DAPS handover command is applied for target side

[214] During offline, most companies consider the configuration in DAPS handover command is only applied for target cell but no change to RRC is needed. 


	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No
	Agree with Intel

	Ericsson
	?
	The change is correct but we are afraid that this may be opening a can of worms and that we will see tons of these types of corrections. There are probably a lot more places in the spec where it is unclear which cell group (source or target) that is being referred to. We also agree with Intel that we have already discussed to clarify whether source or target cell group is referred to but agreed to not make the changes.


	ZTE
	No
	Agree with Intel.

	Nokia
	No
	Agree with Intel. Change is not needed and the topic was discussed.

	Samsung
	No
	We thought that this change seems reasonable. However, based on Intel’s comments, we should avoid re-discussion on the same issue if we already agreed and no critical reason is detected. 

	Qualcomm
	No
	The suggestion is correct but there is no real risk of confusion in UE implementation as it is clear that this is for the target.

	Sharp
	No
	Share Intel’s comments.

	LG
	No
	Agree with Intel

	OPPO
	No
	Agree with Intel.

	Sequans
	No
	Same view as Intel/Ericsson.

	vivo
	No
	Agree with Intel.
Moreover, the new change “If any DAPS bearer is configured, the UE applies this configuration for the target cell group” imply that physicalCellGroupConfig may be configured in Non-DAPS use cases, which causes confusion.



13 companies share their views on this.
Yes : 1
? : 1
No : 11 
The majority do not support this CR since this issue was already discussed.

Proposal 3. R2-2104072 is not pursued.

R2-2104075	CR on T312 handling in DAPS HO	 ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.4.0	4627	-	F	LTE_feMob-Core

Reason for change: 
In the current spec, the UE shall not stop T312 for the source PCell upon triggering DAPS HO procedure. And upon detection of T312 expiry during DAPS HO, the UE shall declare RLF for the source MCG and release the source connection. However, at RAN2#109bis-e meeting, it was agreed that “T312 in source is stopped upon executing a reconfiguration with sync even if DAPS is configured”, considering the UE can rely on T310 for RLF detection in source cell and T312 is usually used for fast RRC re-establishment, which is not triggered for source RLF in DAPS HO. 
The same handling of T312 should be also applied for DAPS HO in LTE.

Summary of change:
· 1. Update the procedure text in 5.3.5.4 to clarify that the UE shall stop timer T312, if running, upon reception of an RRCConnectionReconfiguration including the mobilityControlInfo. And remove “3>	stop timer T312, if running;” in case MAC successfully completes the random access procedure.
· 2. Remove “1> upon T312 expiry; or” in case any DAPS bearer is configured and T304 is running in 5.3.11.3.
· 3. Clarify that the handling on timer T310 is for the source PCell in the corresponding text in 5.3.5.4 and 5.3.11.3.
as follows: 

The first change:
	[bookmark: _Toc60863349][bookmark: _Toc46481746][bookmark: _Toc29342091][bookmark: _Toc20486799][bookmark: _Toc36809890][bookmark: _Toc36566481][bookmark: _Toc37081886][bookmark: _Toc29343230][bookmark: _Toc36846254][bookmark: _Toc36938907][bookmark: _Toc46482980][bookmark: _Toc46480512]5.3.5.4	Reception of an RRCConnectionReconfiguration including the mobilityControlInfo by the UE (handover)
If the RRCConnectionReconfiguration message includes the mobilityControlInfo and the UE is able to comply with the configuration included in this message, the UE shall:
2> if daps-HO is not configured for any DRB:
2>	stop timer T310, if running;
2>	stop timer T312, if running;
2>	if timer T316 is running:
3>	stop timer T316;
3>	clear the information included in VarRLF-Report, if any;
2>	resume MCG transmission, if suspended;
2> stop timer T312, if running;
2> start timer T304 with the timer value set to t304, as included in the mobilityControlInfo;
1>	stop timer T370, if running;



The second change:
	…
2> if MAC successfully completes the random access procedure; or
2> if MAC indicates the successful reception of a PDCCH transmission addressed to C-RNTI and if rach-Skip is configured:
2>	stop timer T304;
2>	if daps-HO is configured for any DRB:
3>	stop timer T310 for the source PCell, if running;
3>	stop timer T312, if running;
3>	for each DAPS bearer trigger UL data switching, as specified in TS 36.323 [8];



The third change:
	5.3.11.3	Detection of radio link failure
The UE shall:
…
If any DAPS bearer is configured and T304 is running, the UE shall:
2> upon T310 expiry for the source PCell; or
1>	upon T312 expiry; or
2> upon random access problem indication from source MCG MAC; or
2> upon indication from source MCG RLC, which is allowed to be sent on source PCell, that the maximum number of retransmissions has been reached for an DRB:
2>	consider radio link failure to be detected for the source MCG;
2>	suspend the transmission of all DRBs in the source MCG;
2>	reset MAC for the source MCG;
2>	release the source connection;



Rapporteur comments: In LTE, there seems no reason to have different handling for T312 from NR. It would be good to make it aligned with NR.

	Company
	Agree to CR?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	Intel
	Yes
	Agree with Rapporteur. Would be good to align with NR. 

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	Ok to align with NR

	Ericsson
	Yes (but with small modification)
	The changes “for the source Pcell” are not needed since there should only be T310 for the source Pcell in these cases (i.e. we cannot have T310 running for the target Pcell while T304 is running as this seems to imply).

	ZTE
	Yes
	For Ericsson’s comment, we think it’s better to clearly describe that the RLF detection is for the source cell, so we added it, although T310 for the target cell shall not be running while T304 is running in principle. But if most companies prefer to remove “for the source Pcell”, we are also fine to it.

	Nokia
	Yes
	Agree with Ericsson, no need to add ‘’source Pcell’ for T310. There cannot be two T310, especially when T304 is still running. 

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	Sharp
	Yes 
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	Sequans
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	It would be good to make it aligned with NR



13 companies share their views on this.
Yes : 13
All the companies support this CR. Rapporteur propose to agree R2-2104075 without modification unless there is strong objection to have “for the source PCell”. 

Proposal 4. Agree to R2-2104075.


R2-2104076	CR on configuration release in DAPS HO	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.4.0	4628	-	F	LTE_feMob-Core
Reason for change: 
Upon initiation of RRC connection re-establishment procedure, the UE shall release the source configuration if any DAPS bearer is configured. However, the step of MAC rest and MAC configuration release is missed in the current procedure text when performing the release of source configuration. And the step of MAC reset is missed in the current procedure text when performing the release of target configuration upon T304 expiry and radio link failure has not been detected for the source MCG.

Summary of change:
· 1. Add “reset target MCG MAC and” in 5.3.5.6.
· 2. Add “2> reset source MCG MAC and release the source MCG MAC configuration;” in 5.3.7.2
as follows: 

The first change:

	5.3.5.6	T304 expiry (handover failure)
If T304 expires (handover failure), the UE shall:
…
1> else (any DAPS bearer is configured and radio link failure has not been detected for the source MCG):
2>	reset target MCG MAC and release the MAC entity for the target PCell;
2>	for each DAPS bearer:
2> re-establish the RLC entity for the target PCell;
3> release the RLC entity or entities and the associated DTCH logical channel for the target PCell;
3>	reconfigure the PDCP entity to release DAPS as specified in TS 36.323 [8];



The second change:
	5.3.7.2	Initiation
The UE shall only initiate the procedure either when AS security has been activated or for a NB-IoT UE supporting RRC connection re-establishment for the Control Plane CioT EPS/5GS optimisation. The UE initiates the procedure when one of the following conditions is met:
…
4> if the UE is not configured with conditionalReconfiguration:
2>	release uplinkDataCompression, if configured;
2>	suspend all RBs, including RBs configured with NR PDCP, except SRB0;
2>	reset MAC;
…
5> if any DAPS bearer is configured:
2>	reset source MCG MAC and release the source MCG MAC configuration;
2>	for each DAPS bearer:
6> re-establish the RLC entity for the source PCell;
7> release the RLC entity and the associated DTCH logical channel for the source PCell;
8> reconfigure the PDCP entity to release DAPS, as specified in TS 36.323 [8];
2>	for each SRB:
9> release the PDCP entity for the source PCell;
10> release the RLC entity and the associated DCCH logical channel for the source PCell;
2>	release the physical channel configuration for the source PCell;
1>	perform cell selection in accordance with the cell selection process as specified in TS 36.304 [4];




Rapporteur comments: In general, we specify “reset MAC and release the MAC configuration” in 36.331. However, Rapporteur assume that “release the MAC entity” covers both “reset MAC” and “release the MAC configuration” in the first change. Regarding the second change, my understanding is that the concerned procedure of RRE is performed in two cases, i.e. DAPS handover failure without the source cell connection or RLF in the target cell with the source cell connection. For the first case (i.e. DAPS handover failure without the source cell connection), MAC for the source MCG is already reset in 5.3.11. For the second case (i.e. RLF in the target cell with the source cell connection), MAC is reset as shown in grey above but it may not be clear which MAC is reset in this case. If it is clarified, then it would be good to have “release the MAC entity for the source PCell” or “reset MAC for the source MCG”.

	Company
	Agree to CR?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	MediaTek
	No
	We share Rapporteur’s views.

	Intel
	No
	Agree with Rapporteur. 

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No
	Agree with Rapporteur.

	Ericsson
	No
	The first change is not needed because of the reason explained by the rapporteur.
The second change looks ok but the text can be simplified to “release the MAC entity for the source Pcell”, i.e. similar to what the rapporteur suggested.

	ZTE
	Yes 
	For the first change, we think it’s better to align with the common text description in the spec, i.e. reset MAC and release the MAC configuration. But if most companies think “release the MAC entity” has covered these two operations, we are fine to keep the current text.
For the second change, the release handling is performed in case of RLF in the target cell with the source cell connection. In such case, the UE has two MAC entities, so it’s not clear which MAC entity is referred to “2>	reset MAC;”. And the source MAC configuration shall not be released in the current spec, so the UE still maintains two sets of MAC configuration. Thus, it’s preferred to clear specify “reset source MCG MAC and release the source MCG MAC”, which is also aligned with the action upon reception of the daps-SourceRelease indication and that in the NR spec.

	Nokia
	No
	Agree with Rapporteur’s comment

	Samsung
	No
	

	Qualcomm
	No
	Agree with the Rapporteur.

	Sharp 
	No
	Agree with rapporteur.

	LG
	No
	Agree with Rapporteur.

	OPPO
	No
	

	Sequans
	No for 1)
Yes for 2)
	Agree with Rapporteur.
“MAC is reset as shown in grey above but it may not be clear which MAC is reset in this case. If it is clarified, then it would be good to have “release the MAC entity for the source PCell” or “reset MAC for the source MCG” so it would be good to clarify.

	vivo
	No
	Agree with Rapporteur.



13 companies share their views on this.
Yes : 1
No for 1) and Yes for 2) : 1
No : 11
The majority do not support this CR.

Proposal 5. R2-2104076 is not pursued.
Proposal 5. Short online discussion on the second change of R2-2104076.
Rapporteur assumes that only three companies (Ericsson, ZTE, Sequans) were fine with the second change. However, Ericsson and ZTE expects that the updated second change would be acceptable to others. We can have a short on-line discussion on this. 

R2-2104125	Configuration for UDC EHC and DAPS	LG Electronics Inc.	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.4.0	4632	-	F	LTE_feMob-Core
R2-2104128	Configuration for EHC and DAPS	LG Electronics Inc.	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.4.1	2554	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core

Reason for change: 
In RAN2#109e meeting, two agreements were made for the UDC and EHC as follows: 
- In Rel-16, DAPS HO is not supported for DRBs configured with UDC 
- EHC is not considered for DAPS.
However, above agreements are not captured in the specification.

Summary of change:
The field decriptions for ethernetHeaderCompression and uplinkDataCompression are changed in order to prevent the imultaneous configurations for the UDC/EHC and DAPS as follows:


The first change from R2-2104125

	ethernetHeaderCompression
This field configures Ethernet Header Compression. This field can only be configured for DRB.
E-UTRAN does not reconfigure ethernetHeaderCompression for an MCG DRB except for upon handover and upon the first reconfiguration after RRC connection re-establishment. E-UTRAN does not reconfigure ethernetHeaderCompression for a SCG DRB except for upon SCG change involving PDCP re-establishment.
E-UTRAN does not configure this field if uplinkDataCompression is configured. E-UTRAN does not configure this field for split, and LWA DRBs and DAPS bearers.



The second change from R2-2104125

	uplinkDataCompression
Indicates the UDC configuration that the UE shall apply. E-UTRAN does not configure uplinkDataCompression for a DRB, if ethernetHeaderCompression, headerCompression or uplinkOnlyHeaderCompression is already configured for the DRB. E-UTRAN does not configure uplinkDataCompression for the split, and LWA DRBs and DAPS bearers.The maximum number of DRBs where uplinkDataCompression can be applied is two. In this version of the specification, for existing DRBs, E-UTRAN can configure uplinkDataCompression via handover procedure or the first RRCConnectionReconfiguration message after RRC connection re-establishment..



The change from R2-2104128
	ethernetHeaderCompression
This fields configures Ethernet Header Compresssion. This field can only be configured for a bi-directional DRB. The network reconfigures ethernetHeaderCompression only upon reconfiguration involving PDCP re-establishment. The network does not include the field if the bearer is configured as DAPS bearer.



Rapporteur comment: Rapporteur also thinks that the agreements are not captured correctly in 36.331/38.331
Minor comments: The cover page should be updated to fix several typos in R2-2104125 and R2-2104128. In the second change from R2-2104125, the spacing should be corrected.

	Company
	Agree to CR?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	Intel
	YesNo
	Would be good to consider together with R2-2102820.[Intel1] Thanks Ericsson for finding the clue. Based on the text cited by Ericsson, the specificaiton is clear enough, and no new changes are needed. 

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	Ok to make this clarification

	Ericsson
	No?
	The change is correct but not sure it is needed since the same restriction is already included in the DAPS condition. From 38.331 (similar text exists in 36.331):

“The field is optionally present, need N, in case masterCellGroup includes ReconfigurationWithSync, Scell(s) and SCG are  not configured, multi-DCI/single-DCI based multi-TRP are not configured in any DL BWP, supplementaryUplink is not configured, ethernetHeaderCompression is not configured for the DRB, and sidelink is not configured. Otherwise the field is absent.”


	ZTE
	No
	Share the same view with Ericsson. It seems no need to specify such restriction in all related Ies’ field description redundantly. Otherwise, we may need to do more such type corrections for other Ies, e.g. rach-Skip. 

	Nokia
	No
	Similar to Ericsson’s comment: change is correct, but we do not have to introduce such clarification. This can be already found elsewhere. 

	Samsung
	Yes
	In general, we have the same clarification in all related PDCP parameters.

	Qualcomm
	
	It is not a critical change since, as Ericsson commented, this is captured somewhere else and thus will not change NW/UE behavior. But fine if majority wants it, and in that case better to add “DRBs” after “split” also, given that there are 3 separate things in the or list (i.e. change to “… the split DRBs, LWA DRBs and DAPS bearers”).

	Sharp
	Yes 
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	No
	Agree with Ericsson.

	Sequans
	Yes
	We are fine to clarify.

	vivo
	Yes
	Suggest to consider the change for UDC/EHC in R2-2102820.



13 companies share their views on this.
Yes : 7
No : 6
There is no clear majority on this. Rapporteur assumes that this CR could be informative. However, as several companies mentioned, it’ true that this restriction is clear in other sections. Rapporteur now propose not to have this CR. We may have a short online discussion if the proponents strongly want, since there is no clear majority. 

Proposal 6. R2-2104125 and R2-2104128 are not pursued.

2.4	RLF and re-establishment after RA success to target cell but before source cell release
R2-2103626	Clarification on RLF detection of source Pcell	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-16	NR_Mob_enh-Core, LTE_feMob-Core

Reason for change: 
Observation 1: It was agreed for UE to stop all the RLF related detection of the source link after the successful completion of the RACH to the target cell.
Observation 2: According to current stage-2 specification, the UE only stops RLM detection after the successful completion of the RACH to the target cell.
Observation 3: According to current stage-3 specification, how to deal with RLF detection of source cell after successful RACH towards target cell is missing

Summary of change: 

Proposal 1: Clarify that UE stops RLF detection of the source PCell after the successful completion of the RACH to the target cell in TS 38.331 and TS 36.331. 
Proposal 2: Clarify the UE behaviour to only continue RA failure detection and RLC re-transmission failure detection of the source PCell until the successful completion of the RACH to the target cell in TS 38.300 and TS 36.300.

The first change from R2-2103626(38.331 CR):

	[bookmark: _Toc60776825][bookmark: _Toc60867606]5.3.10.3	Detection of radio link failure
The UE shall:
9> if any DAPS bearer is configured and T304 is running:
…
5>	else:
6>	initiate the connection re-establishment procedure as specified in 5.3.7.
The UE shall stop detecting radio link failure of the source PCell after successful completion of random access towards target PCell during DAPS handover.
The UE may discard the radio link failure information, i.e. release the UE variable VarRLF-Report, 48 hours after the radio link failure is detected.



The second change from R2-2103626(36.331 CR):

	[bookmark: _Toc20486868][bookmark: _Toc46480588][bookmark: _Toc46481822][bookmark: _Toc29343299][bookmark: _Toc36846328][bookmark: _Toc46483056][bookmark: _Toc29342160][bookmark: _Toc36809964][bookmark: _Toc37081961][bookmark: _Toc36566550][bookmark: _Toc60863425][bookmark: _Toc36938981]5.3.11.3	Detection of radio link failure
The UE shall:
1> in case any DAPS bearer is configured, only the target PCell is considered in the following;
…
9> release the source connection;
The UE may discard the radio link failure information, i.e. release the UE variable VarRLF-Report (VarRLF-Report-NB in NB-IoT), 48 hours after the radio link failure is detected, upon power off or upon detach, and for NB-IoT, upon entering another RAT.
The UE shall stop detecting radio link failure of the source PCell after successful completion of random access towards target PCell during DAPS handover.



The third change from R2-2103626(38.300 CR):
	9.2.7	Radio Link Failure
In RRC_CONNECTED, the UE performs Radio Link Monitoring (RLM) in the active BWP based on reference signals (SSB/CSI-RS) and signal quality thresholds configured by the network. SSB-based RLM is based on the SSB associated to the initial DL BWP and can only be configured for the initial DL BWP and for DL BWPs containing the SSB associated to the initial DL BWP. For other DL BWPs, RLM can only be performed based on CSI-RS. In case of DAPS handover, the UE continues the RLM, random access failure detection and RLC re-transmission failure detection at the source cell until the successful completion of the random access procedure to the target cell.
The UE declares Radio Link Failure (RLF) when one of the following criteria are met:
-	Expiry of a radio problem timer started after indication of radio problems from the physical layer (if radio problems are recovered before the timer is expired, the UE stops the timer); or
-	Expiry of a timer started upon triggering a measurement report for a measurement identity for which the timer has been configured while another radio problem timer is running; or
-	Random access procedure failure; or
-	RLC failure; or
-	Detection of consistent uplink LBT failures for operation with shared spectrum channel access as described in 5.6.1; or
-	For IAB-MT, the reception of BH RLF indication received from its parent node.
…



Rapporteur comments: Regarding Proposal 1, T304 is stopped when RA is completed to the target and thus Rapporteur assumes that Section 5.3.10.3(in 38.331) and Section 5.3.11.3(in 36.331) already cover this. Regarding Proposal 2, the proposed change may not cover all the RLF related detections as intended from RAN2#107bis agreements. The change may be modified as “ In case of DAPS handover, the UE continues the RLM detection of radio link failure at the source cell until the successful completion of the random access procedure to the target cell”.

	Company
	Agree to CR?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	MediaTek
	Yes
	For the third change, we may adopt Rapporteur’s text.

	Intel
	No for stage 3
	For stage 3, the issue has been discussed in Rel-16 on whether we need to capture in stage 3 when to stop RLM. And RAN2 agreed, we do not do that since 1 we have captured the UE will not have any action on RLF in source, 2 we do not specify when to stop RLM, i.e. leave it to UE implementation. 
For stage 2, no strong opinion, ok to have.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	We are fine with Rapp’s updated text for stage-2 CR. But for stage-3 CR, we still think it’s needed to make the UE behavior clear, as after T304 expires we only have the specified UE behavior applied for target cell.

	Ericsson
	
	For the 38.331 and 36.331 changes we agree with the rapporteur that these are not needed. As the spec is written, RLF in source can only happen while T304 is running, so spec already covers this.
For the 38.300 and 36.300 changes we prefer the rapporteur’s alternative proposal.

	ZTE
	
	For stage 3, we have discussed it at RAN2#109bis meeting and agreed that Do not capture in specification “stop RLM in source after RACH successful to target Pcell”. I.e. just specify the RLF detection on the source while T304 is running.
For stage 2, it’s fine to adopt Rapporteur’s text.

	Nokia
	No for Stage-3
	We are OK only with the last change (Stage-2), but in the form proposed by the Rapporteur. Changes to RRC are not needed – we agree with Intel’s explanation.

	Samsung
	Yes for stage 2
	We are fine with only stage 2 change.

	Qualcomm
	Yes for stage 2
	Agree that stage-3 is already clear.

	Sharp
	No 
	We share the rapporteur’s view that for 1st and 2nd change, the current text is clear, the 3rd change is ok, and rapporteur’s proposed text is preferred. 

	LG
	No for stage 2
	For 38.331 and 36.331, we share with view to specify RLM handling explicitly during DAPS HO. In the current specification, even though we can know how to work the RLM implicitly by RLF event handling, there is no statement to specify when RLM should start and stop not only for the case of DAPS HO but also legacy RRC procedures. We think it would be good to clarify because DAPS HO scenario seems to be a special case.
For 38.300 and 36.300, we don’t think this clarification is needed because RLF has already defined and covered the RACH failure and RLC failure in the specification.

	OPPO
	No for stage-3
	Stage-2 change is ok.

	Sequans
	Yes
	We think it is helpful to clarify UE behavior. Ok with updated text too.

	vivo
	Partial
	For the first and second change, we share Intel’s view
For the third change, Rapporteur’s text is fine.



13 companies share their views on this.
Regarding Stage-3 change:
Yes : 4
No : 9

Regarding Stage-2 change:
Yes : 12
No : 1

The majority prefer to have only stage-2 CRs with Rapporteur’s suggestion and thus Rapporteur proposes to agree to 38.300 CR (R2-21xxxxx) and 36.300 CR(R2-21xxxxx) with modification as follows:
	In case of DAPS handover, the UE continues the RLM detection of radio link failure at the source cell until the successful completion of the random access procedure to the target cell



Proposal 7. Agree to 38.300 CR (R2-2104338) and 36.300 CR(R2- 2104337) with modification from R2-2103626


R2-2103625	Correction on RRC re-establishment for DAPS	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-16	NR_Mob_enh-Core, LTE_feMob-Core

Reason for change: 
In the detailed description for RRC re-establishment described in TS38.331, this case is missing that the UE initials RRC re-establishment while RLF happens in the target cell before UE releases the source cell. And we see the similar issue also exists in TS 36.331.

Summary of change: 
Proposal 1: Add the case for initialling RRC re-establishment upon detecting radio link failure of target MCG while source cell is not released during DAPS handover in TS 38.331 and TS 36.331.

The first change from R2-2103625(38.331 CR):

	[bookmark: _Toc60867587][bookmark: _Toc60776806]5.3.7.2	Initiation
The UE initiates the procedure when one of the following conditions is met:
1> upon detecting radio link failure of the MCG and t316 is not configured, in accordance with 5.3.10; or
1> upon detecting radio link failure of the MCG while SCG transmission is suspended, in accordance with 5.3.10; or
1> upon detecting radio link failure of the MCG while PSCell change is ongoing, in accordance with 5.3.10; or
1> upon detecting radio link failure of the target MCG while source connection is not released during DAPS handover, in accordance with 5.3.10; or
1>	upon re-configuration with sync failure of the MCG, in accordance with sub-clause 5.3.5.8.3; or



The second change from R2-2103625(36.331 CR):

	[bookmark: _Toc60863367][bookmark: _Toc46482998][bookmark: _Toc20486811][bookmark: _Toc36809907][bookmark: _Toc36566493][bookmark: _Toc46480530][bookmark: _Toc29343242][bookmark: _Toc37081904][bookmark: _Toc36938924][bookmark: _Toc46481764][bookmark: _Toc29342103][bookmark: _Toc36846271]5.3.7.2	Initiation
The UE shall only initiate the procedure either when AS security has been activated or for a NB-IoT UE supporting RRC connection re-establishment for the Control Plane CioT EPS/5GS optimisation. The UE initiates the procedure when one of the following conditions is met:
1> upon detecting radio link failure and T316 is not configured, in accordance with 5.3.11; or
1> upon detecting radio link failure of the MCG while SCG transmission is suspended, in accordance with 5.3.11; or
1> upon detecting radio link failure of the MCG while NR PSCell change is ongoing, in accordance with 5.3.11; or
1> upon detecting radio link failure of the target MCG while source connection is not released during DAPS handover, in accordance with 5.3.11; or
1>	upon handover failure, in accordance with 5.3.5.6; or



Rapporteur comments: Rapporteur assumes that this case is already specified in the section of RLF detection (5.3.10.3.), i.e. “during a DAPS handover: the following only applies for the target Pcell” and in the section of initiation of RRC re-establishment (5.3.7.2), i.e. “upon detecting radio link failure of the MCG and t316 is not configured, in accordance with 5.3.10”.

	Company
	Agree to CR?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	MediaTek
	No
	We share the same view as Rapporteur.

	Intel
	
	Not essential. 

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	The reason why we think this CR is needed, is “target MCG” should be highlighted in this case, and “upon detecting radio link failure of the MCG and t316 is not configured” is only applied in non-DAPS cases.

	Ericsson
	No
	Agree with the rapporteur.

	ZTE
	No
	Agree with the rapporteur.

	Nokia
	No
	Agree with the rapporteur. The word ‘target’ does not change much. There is no indication current text considers just the ‘source’.

	Samsung
	No
	

	Qualcomm
	No
	Agree with the Rapporteur

	Sharp
	No
	Agree with rapporteur’s observation.

	LG
	No
	We have a different understanding. After successful access to the target cell, the RLF is declared by the legacy OOS indication. This seems nothing to do with DAPS HO, so we don’t think the case for DAPS should be added.

	OPPO
	No
	

	Sequans
	Yes
	It is not essential but still helpful. 

	vivo
	No
	Share same view as Rapporteur.



13 companies share their views on this.
Yes : 2
No : 11

The majority do not support this CR.
Proposal 8. R2-2103625 is not pursued.

2.5	Addition/release of bearers during DAPS
R2-2102821	Addition and release of DRBs in DAPS HO Command	Ericsson	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.4.0	4607	-	F	LTE_feMob-Core
R2-2102822	Addition and release of DRBs in DAPS HO Command	Ericsson	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.4.0	2478	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core

Reason for change: 
In a DAPS HO Command, i.e. the RRCConnectionReconfiguration message that configures a DAPS HO, the DAPS feature is configured on a DRB level by inclusion of the daps-HO-r16 field. Some DRBs can thus be configured to be treated as DAPS bearers during the handover whereas the other DRBs are treated as non-DAPS bearers. The handling of DAPS bearers and non-DAPS bearers is then different during the handover, including the case where a fallback to the source cell is performed due to T304 expiry (where no RLF has been detected in the source cell).
The target node can also add or release DRBs in the DAPS HO Command, just as for a normal HO. The handling of such added or released DRBs is however missing in the fallback to source cell procedure for the DAPS handover, which is performed at T304 expiry (where no RLF has been detected in the source cell). The UE will then not revert to the same DRBs as it had before the handover and thus have an incorrect DRB configuration. 

Summary of change: 

The missing handling of DRBs that have been added and released in the DAPS HO Command is added to the fallback procedure to the source cell.

The first change from R2-2102821 (36.331 CR):

	[bookmark: _Toc36938909][bookmark: _Toc36846256][bookmark: _Toc36809892][bookmark: _Toc67996788][bookmark: _Toc29343232][bookmark: _Toc46482982][bookmark: _Toc46480514][bookmark: _Toc46481748][bookmark: _Toc29342093][bookmark: _Toc36566483][bookmark: _Toc37081888][bookmark: _Toc20486801]5.3.5.6	T304 expiry (handover failure)
If T304 expires (handover failure), the UE shall:
…
1>	else (any DAPS bearer is configured and radio link failure has not been detected for the source MCG):
2>	release the MAC entity for the target PCell;
2>	for each DAPS bearer:
3>	re-establish the RLC entity for the target PCell;
3>	release the RLC entity or entities and the associated DTCH logical channel for the target PCell;
3>	reconfigure the PDCP entity to release DAPS as specified in TS 36.323 [8];
2>	for each non-DAPS bearer and for each DRB that was included in drb-ToReleaseList in the RRCConnectionReconfiguration message:
3>	revert back to the configuration used for the DRB in the source PCell, including PDCP and RLC states and the security configuration;
2>	for each DRB that was included in drb-ToAddModList in the RRCConnectionReconfiguration message and that was not part of the UE configuration before applying the message:
3>	release the DRB configuration;
2>	for each SRB:
3>	discard any PDCP SDUs along with the PDCP data PDUs for the source PCell;
3>	re-establish the RLC entity for the source PCell;
3>	release the PDCP entity for the target PCell;
3>	release the RLC entity and the associated DCCH logical channel for the target PCell;



The second change from R2-2102822 (38.331 CR):

	[bookmark: _Toc60776784][bookmark: _Toc68014724]5.3.5.8.3	T304 expiry (Reconfiguration with sync Failure)
The UE shall:
…
3>	for each non DAPS bearer and for each DRB that was included in drb-ToReleaseList in the RRCReconfiguration message:
4>	revert back to the UE configuration used for the DRB in the source PCell, includes including PDCP, RLC states variables, the security configuration and the data stored in transmission and reception buffers in PDCP and RLC entities ;
3>	for each DRB that was included in drb-ToAddModList in the RRCReconfiguration message and that was not part of the UE configuration before applying the message:
4>	release the DRB configuration;
3>	revert back to the UE measurement configuration used in the source PCell;
3>	initiate the failure information procedure as specified in subclause 5.7.5 to report DAPS handover failure.



Rapporteur comments: Rapporteur assumes that non-DAPS DRB indicates all other DRBs not configured with daps-config and thus the current specification seems to cover this. However, the proposed CR may look more clear.

	Company
	Agree to CR?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Probably yes
	The clarifications are correct and acceptable. But the risk of confusion is low as no UE will revert back a DRB which did not exist at the source or consider a released DRB by the target as not part of the source. 

	Sharp
	
	We share the rapporteur’s understanding.

	MediaTek
	Yes
	We share rapporteur’s view.

	ZTE
	Yes
	We share rapporteur’s view.

	Intel
	
	Agree with Rapporteur. Non-DAPS DRB should coverred the DRBs without daps-configuration, i.e. release and new addition case. For new added DRB, we do not have any special handling for legacy. Not so sure whether any changes are needed. 

	LG
	
	Agree with Rapporteur.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	I would assume the current text „for each non DAPS bearer“ also includes non DAPS bearers that are added during the handover. Hence the text „revert back to the UE configuration used for the DRB in the source PCell“ is undefined since the DRB was not configured in the source cell.


Similarly, I would assume „for each non DAPS bearer“ does not include non-DAPS DRBs that were released during the handover. These DRBs would then not be restored when the UE falls back to the source cell according to the current text.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	
	Agree with Rapporteur. Current spec has covered this case. So a clarication CR doesn’t seem so necessary.

	OPPO
	
	Existing spec has covered this. No need for the CR.

	Sequans
	Yes
	Agree with Ericsson comments. 

	vivo
	-
	Our understanding is that, non-DAPS bearer and DAPS bearer in current specification has cover all use cases. Share the same view as rapporteur.



13 companies share their views on this.
Yes : 5
No : 6
Actually, Not sure if “Agree with Rapporteur or share rapporteur’s view” means Yes or No without further comment . However, companies objecting this CR does not fill the column and thus Rapporteur count them as No. Based on several comments, it may need to be clarified to avoid some confusion. However, the opponents may be hesitant to agree to these CRs since it unnecessarily changes a lot. As a compromise, another Rapporteur’s suggestion would be as follows:
	3>	for each non DAPS bearer:
4>	revert back to the UE configuration used for the DRB in the source Pcell before the reception of RRCReconfiguration, includes including PDCP, RLC states variables, the security configuration and the data stored in transmission and reception buffers in PDCP and RLC entities ;



Rapporteur propose to have a short on-line discussion on this because there is no clear majority and the definition of non-DAPS bearer may not be crystal clear in the RRC specification. 

Proposal 9. Short online discussion on R2-2102821 and R2-2102822.







Conclusion
Rapporteur concluded this discussion as follows:

Easy agreements
Proposal 1. Agree to R2-2103291 and R2-2103292.
Proposal 2. Agree to the revised one (R2-2104336) of R2-2103333.
Proposal 3. R2-2104072 is not pursued.
Proposal 4. Agree to R2-2104075.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 6. R2-2104125 and R2-2104128 are not pursued.
Proposal 7. Agree to 38.300 CR (R2-2104338) and 36.300 CR(R2-2104337) with modification from R2-2103626.
Proposal 8. R2-2103625 is not pursued.

Online discussions
Proposal 5. Short online discussion on the second change of R2-2104076.
Rapporteur assumes that only three companies (Ericsson, ZTE, Sequans) were fine with the second change while 10 companies objected it. However, Ericsson and ZTE expects that the updated second change as shown below would be acceptable to others:
	5.3.7.2	Initiation
…
1> if the UE is not configured with conditionalReconfiguration:
2>	release uplinkDataCompression, if configured;
2>	suspend all RBs, including RBs configured with NR PDCP, except SRB0;
2>	reset MAC;
…
1> if any DAPS bearer is configured:
2>	release the MAC entity for the source PCell;
2>	for each DAPS bearer:
	




Proposal 9. Short online discussion on R2-2102821 and R2-2102822.
For on-line discussion, 
Let me consider one example covering all the cases as follows:
	DRBs in the source cell 
	DAPS command 
	 During DAPS handover 
	 Fallback to the source after DAPS failure 

	DRB1, DRB2, DRB3
	 daps-config for DRB2
 release DRB1
 add DRB4
	DRB2 in the source cell 
DRB2, DRB3, DRB4 in the target cell 
	DRB1, DRB2, DRB3



In Ericsson CR, the behavior of all DRBs is specified for each DRB. The definition per DRB would be as follows:
- non-DAPS bearer(not released and not configured with daps-config): DRB3
- DAPS bearer : DRB2 
- released beaerer : DRB1
- added beaerer: DRB4 

In legacy or Rapp suggestion, non-DAPS DRB covers all other DRBs except DAPS DRB and the behavior for DAPS DRB and non-DAPS DRB is specified. The definition per DRB would be as follows (Note that "non-DAPS DRB" itself indicates the following definition but one may have different understanding on this):
- non-DAPS bearer: DRB1, DRB3, DRB4
- DAPS bearer : DRB2 

I believe that legacy or Ericsson CR or Rapp CR would work as intended. But the problem is whether to clarify it a bit more. 

Issue 1
The first issue would be the definition of non-DAPS DRB since different companies have different views due to this. 
We may have two options as follows:
· Option 1. Go for Ericsson CRs( R2-2102821 and R2-2102822)
· Option 2. Add a NOTE for the definition of non-DAPS DRB

Issue 2
The second issue may be, I think, in the current specification, "revert back to the UE configuration used for the DRB in the source Pcell" seems vague, i.e. which UE configuration UE applied at which time should UE restore? 
- The addition of "before the reception of RRCReconfiguration" may resolve this issue.

Appendix
The rapporteur encourages the delegates who provide input to provide their contact information in the below table:
	Company
	Delegate contact

	Samsung (Rapporteur)
	Donggun Kim (s_dg.kim@samsung.com)

	Ericsson
	Oscar Ohlsson (tanc.ohlsson@ericsson.com)

	ZTE
	Mengjie Zhange (zhang.mengjie@zte.com.cn)

	Nokia
	Jedrzej (jedrzej.stanczak[at].nokia.com)

	Qualcomm
	Ozcan Ozturk (oozturk@qti.qualcomm.com)

	MediaTek
	Li-Chuan TSENG (li-chuan.tseng@mediatek.com)

	OPPO
	Haitao Li (lihaitao@oppo.com)

	Sequans
	Olivier Marco (omarco at sequans.com)

	vivo
	Chenli (chenli5g@vivo.com) 
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