Page 4
Draft prETS 300 ???: Month YYYY


3GPP TSG-RAN WG2 #114-e	R2-2106491
Electronic Meeting, 19 – 27 May 2021

Agenda Item:	6.4.2
Source:	Huawei
Title:	Summary of [AT114-e][210][MOB] LTE/NR mobility corrections (Huawei)
WID/SID:	LTE_feMob-Core, NR_Mob_enh-Core
Release:	Rel-16	
Document for:	Discussion and Decision
1	Introduction
This document is to handle the following email discussion:
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]
· [AT114-e][210][MOB] LTE/NR mobility corrections (Huawei)
Scope: 
· Discuss whether NR/LTE mobility marked for this discussion are seen agreeable.
	Intended outcome: 
· Discussion summary in R2-2106491 (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 Fri, UTC 0900 
· Initial deadline (for rapporteur summary):  2nd week Mon, UTC 1000
· Deadline for CR finalization: 2nd week Wed, UTC 1000 

The following documents are to be treated in this email discussion:
By Email [210] (1)
Timing of MAC reset for CHO:
R2-2106154	Discussion on MAC reset for CHO	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-16	NR_Mob_enh-Core, LTE_feMob-Core

[bookmark: _Hlk72058998]By Email [210] (1+2+2+1+4)
DAPS UL switching: 
R2-2105005	Transmissions to the source that continue upon DAPS UL switching in LTE	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell	CR	Rel-16	36.300	16.5.0	1342	-	F	LTE_feMob-Core

MAC establishment for DAPS: 
R2-2105207	Correction to DAPS handover	Google Inc.	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.4.0	4655	-	F	LTE_feMob-Core
R2-2105208	Correction to DAPS handover	Google Inc.	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.4.1	2608	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core

Bearer and UP handling: 
R2-2105504	CR on non-DAPS DRB handling	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-16	38.300	16.5.0	0376	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core
R2-2105505	CR on non-DAPS DRB handling	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-16	36.300	16.5.0	1343	-	F	LTE_feMob-Core

UE reconfiguration details for DAPS HO: 
R2-2105607	Correction on reference signal reconfiguration for RLM	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.4.1	2633	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core
R2-2106138	Clarification on UE configuration at DAPS fallback	Samsung	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.4.1	2669	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core
R2-2106139	Clarification on UE configuration at DAPS fallback	Samsung	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.4.0	4675	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core
R2-2106141	Correction on headerCompression field for DAPS DRB	Samsung	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.4.0	4676	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core

Handling of CHO + DAPS co-existence:
R2-2105888	Conditional reconfigurations and DAPS handover	Ericsson	discussion	NR_Mob_enh-Core
R2-2105606	Clarification on non-coexistence of CHO+DAPS	Huawei, HiSilicon, China Telecom	discussion	Rel-16	NR_Mob_enh-Core, LTE_feMob-Core

R2-2105901	Conditional evaluation upon fallback to source cell after DAPS handover	Ericsson	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.4.0	4613	1	F	LTE_feMob-Core	R2-2103046
R2-2105903	Conditional evaluation upon fallback to source cell after DAPS handover	Ericsson	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.4.1	2497	1	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core	R2-2103047
R2-2104934	Reconfiguration during DAPS HO	Ericsson, Nokia (Rapporteur)	CR	Rel-16	36.300	16.5.0	1341	-	F	LTE_feMob-Core
R2-2104935	Reconfiguration during DAPS HO	Ericsson, Nokia (Rapporteur)	CR	Rel-16	38.300	16.5.0	0370	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core

2	Discussion 
2.1	Timing of MAC reset for CHO
R2-2106154	Discussion on MAC reset for CHO	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-16	NR_Mob_enh-Core, LTE_feMob-Core

The proposal made in this paper is as below:
Proposal 1: For UE configured with CHO, it shall reset MAC upon initiation of RRC connection re-establishment.

And draft CRs for NR/LTE RRC specs are provided in Annex, some information in cover page is as follows:

Reason for change: 
It is inappropriate for the UE configured with CHO to reset MAC after selecting a suitable cell during RRC connetion re-establishment, because it may lead to failures due to running MAC.

Summary of change: 
If the UE is configured with CHO, the UE shall reset MAC upon initiation of RRC connection re-establishment.

	
5.3.7.2	Initiation
The UE initiates the procedure when one of the following conditions is met:
<unnecessary parts omitted>
1>	upon integrity check failure indication from SCG lower layers concerning SRB3 while MCG is suspended; or
1>	upon T316 expiry, in accordance with sub-clause 5.7.3b.5.
Upon initiation of the procedure, the UE shall:
1>	stop timer T310, if running;
1>	stop timer T312, if running;
1>	stop timer T304, if running;
1>	start timer T311;
1>	stop timer T316, if running;
1>	reset MAC;
1>	if UE is not configured with conditionalReconfiguration:
2>	reset MAC;
2>	release spCellConfig, if configured;
2>	suspend all RBs, except SRB0;
2>	release the MCG SCell(s), if configured;
<unnecessary parts omitted>



Rapporteur comments: Rapporteur thinks that reset MAC should be done no matter CHO recovery is applied for RRC connection re-establishment according to current spec, and it would be good to do it upon the initiation of RRC connection re-establishment to avoid some unnecessary MAC failures. 

Question 1: do companies agree that for UE configured with CHO, it also resets MAC upon initiation of RRC connection re-establishment and R2-2106154 can be agreed.
	Company
	Agree?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	Google
	No
	We understand the UE can reset MAC upon initiation of the RRC reestablishment in the UE implementation. However, we don’t see any problem with the excising text. Therefore, we don’t see a need for such clarification.

	Nokia
	No
	Agree with Google, we see no major difference between these two versions, so it is preferable to stay with the current text.

	Ericsson
	No
	Not an essential correction. No issue has been identified.

	ZTE
	No
	We think the current spec is correct. If the MAC is reset upon initiation of RRC re-establishment, the UE shall perform a redundant MAC reset when executing the second CHO (i.e. reset the MAC entity when performing the reconfiguration with sync) if the selected cell is a CHO candidate cell.

	vivo
	No
	We also think the current specification is correct. MAC will be reset anyway after cell selection during re-establishment. 

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	For the initiation of RRC connection re-establishment, currenlty the UE configed with CHO is not required to reset MAC, which means the MAC is still ongoing. The time for UE selecting a suitable cell is uncertain, and if it is long, it may lead to unexpected UE behaviours due to the running MAC.

	Samsung
	No
	We don’t see a critical issue from this.

	Intel
	
	Would like to understand what problem will be if MAC is not reset during cell selection? Considering anyway the UE will not receive/transmit data in this period. 

	Sharp
	No
	We don’t see any issue in current text.

	Apple
	No
	

	LG
	No
	We do not see the issue for this. 

	CATT
	No
	The modification change nothing, no essential correction.

	ITRI
	No 
	No issue is identified.

	Qualcomm
	No
	Resetting MAC before or after cell selection does not result in an observable difference in the UE behavior.

	Lenovo
	No
	We dont see the problem if MAC is not reset during cell selecton in the case of CHO configuratoin.



Summary:
The majority view is there is no critical issue in current text, and resetting MAC before or after cell selection does not result in an observable difference in the UE behavior.

Proposal 1: the proposal in R2-2106154 is not agreed.

2.2	Miscellaneous Stage-2 corrections for DAPS

DAPS UL switching: 
R2-2105005	Transmissions to the source that continue upon DAPS UL switching in LTE	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell	CR	Rel-16	36.300	16.5.0	1342	-	F	LTE_feMob-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 10.1.2.1.2 is updated with the parentheses to cover also the case of new transmissions for HARQ or RLC.

	[bookmark: _Toc52490806][bookmark: _Toc29372311][bookmark: _Toc20402805][bookmark: _Toc46498493][bookmark: _Toc67935134][bookmark: _Toc37760259]10.1.2.1.2	U-plane handling
<unnecessary parts omitted>

Uplink:
-	The UE transmits UL data to the source eNB until the random access procedure towards the target eNB has been successfully completed. Afterwards the UE switches its UL data transmission to the target eNB.
-	Even after switching its UL data transmissions towards the target eNB, 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-)transmissions to the source eNB.

<unnecessary parts omitted>



Rapporteur comments: Rapporteur thinks that this change is aligned with NR as we agreed to this clarification in last meeting, and it would be good to merge it since the change is minor. If companies prefer to have a separate CR, a revision of cover sheet is needed as currently the wording in Reason for change is still “This explanation is missing in the NR Stage 2 text.”

Question 2: do companies think that R2-2105005 can be agreed?
	Company
	Agree to CR?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	Google
	Yes
	The changes can be merged.

	Nokia
	Yes
	Proponent. This aligns LTE behavior with NR behavior.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	The changes can be merged.

	vivo
	Yes
	Agree with Rapporteur. This change is to align with NR as we agreed this clarification in the last meeting

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	The changes can be merged.

	Samsung
	Yes
	We are fine with Rapp suggestion.

	Intel
	Yes
	Agree the changes. In the cover sheet, “Other specs
affected:” shall be ticked as N for all specifications. 

	Sharp
	Yes 
	Good to have this change

	Apple
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	If we agree this CR, the same change would be reflected in 38.300
38.300
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.

	CATT
	Yes
	The change can be merged to rapporteur CR

	ITRI
	Yes
	The changes can be merged.

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	Lenovo
	Yes
	



Summary:
This change is aligned with NR as we agreed to this clarification in last meeting, and all companies agree to have this change also in LTE. As the corresponding change is minor, companies suggest to merge it to rapporteur CR.

Proposal 2: merge R2-2105005 into LTE R16 stage-2 rapporteur CR.

Bearer and UP handling: 
R2-2105504	CR on non-DAPS DRB handling	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-16	38.300	16.5.0	0376	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core
R2-2105505	CR on non-DAPS DRB handling	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-16	36.300	16.5.0	1343	-	F	LTE_feMob-Core

Reason for change: 
At RAN2#113-e meeting, it’s agreed that the UE may re-establish PDCP and RLC entity for DRBs not configured with DAPS when MAC successfully completes the random access procedure, which is not different from the handling in normal handover. And a NOTE is added in the stage-3 spec to allow such different implementation. However, in the current stage-2 spec, it’s just specified that the handling on RLC and PDCP for DRBs not configured with DAPS is the same as in normal handover, which is not aligned with that in the stage-3 spec. So it may cause some confusion on the RLC and PDCP handling for DRBs not configured with DAPS.

A editorial correction should be fixed.

Summary of change: 
1. Update NOTE 2 in section 9.2.3.1 to clarify that the UE may re-establish PDCP and RLC entity for DRBs not configured with DAPS when MAC successfully completes the random access procedure.
2. Remove the double spaces in section 9.2.3.1.

	[bookmark: _Toc51971355][bookmark: _Toc52551338][bookmark: _Toc67860737]9.2.3.1	Overview
<unnecessary parts omitted>

NOTE 2:	It is up to UE implementation whether Tthe handling on RLC and PDCP for DRBs not configured with DAPS is the same as in normal handover or the UE may re-establish PDCP and RLC entity for DRBs not configured with DAPS when MAC successfully completes the random access procedure. In the latter case, the UE suspends data transmission and reception for all DRBs not configured with DAPS in the source PCell for the duration of the DAPS handover..
NOTE 3:	Void.
RRC managed handovers with and without PDCP entity re-establishment are both supported. For DRBs using RLC AM mode, PDCP can either be re-established together with a security key change or initiate a data recovery procedure without a key change. For DRBs using RLC UM mode and for SRBs, PDCP can either be re-established together with a security key change or remain as it is without a key change.
Data forwarding, in-sequence delivery and duplication avoidance at handover can be guaranteed when the target gNB uses the same DRB configuration as the source gNB.
Timer based handover failure procedure is supported in NR. RRC connection re-establishment procedure is used for recovering from handover failure except in certain CHO or DAPS handover scenarios:
-	When DAPS handover  fails, the UE falls back to the source cell configuration, resumes the connection with the source cell, and reports DAPS handover failure via the source without triggering RRC connection re-establishment if the source link has not been released.

<unnecessary parts omitted>



Rapporteur comments: Rapporteur thinks that this relaxation of UE implementation for non-DAPS DRBs has been supported in RRC spec, it seems not so necessary to further describe the detail in stage-2 spec. 

Question 3: do companies think that R2-2105504 and R2-2105505 can be agreed?
	Company
	Agree to CR?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	Google
	No
	Given that stage-3 is clear, we should void Note 2 to avoid such maintenance effort in stage-2 and stage-3. Voiding Note 2 can be merged.

	Nokia
	No
	Current Note is clear enough. In addition, we already discussed this and we really shouldn't continue adding notes that say "it's up to UE implementation to do X, Y and Z’’.

	Ericsson
	No
	Not an essential correction. It is already specified in RRC and there is no need to align stage-2 with all stage-3 details. Also, the note in the RRC spec indicates an alternative UE behaviour. Stage-2 only needs to include the main, "normal" cases, and not the abnormal cases and also not any "alternative" UE behaviour.

	ZTE
	Yes (proponent)
	The current note may cause the ambiguity that the handling of RLC and PDCP for non-DAPS DRB must be the same as in the normal handover, but we agreed that different UE implementations are allowed for non-DAPS DRB. So we think it’s better to specify it completely and correctly. 
Or if the majority think the stage-3 is clear enough, we are also fine to void Note 2, to avoid the inconsistency between stage-2 and stage-3. 

	vivo
	No
	This change is unnecessary because the note in 38.331 is clear enough.:
TS38331-g41 sec5.3.5:
· NOTE 2: In DAPS handover, the UE may perform RLC entity re-establishment (if reestablishRLC is set) for an RLC bearer associated with a non-DAPS bearer when indication of successful completion of random access towards target cell is received from lower layers as specified in TS 38.321 [3].
· NOTE 6: In DAPS handover, the UE may perform PDCP entity re-establishment (if reestablishPDCP is set) or the PDCP data recovery (if recoverPDCP is set) for a non-DAPS bearer when indication of successful completion of random access towards target cell is received from lower layers as specified in TS 38.321 [3]. In this case, the UE suspends data transmission and reception for all non-DAPS bearers in the source MCG for duration of the DAPS handover.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No
	Current Note is clear enough.

	Samsung
	Yes, but
	Another option could be to add "may" to the legacy text, e.g. "The handling on RLC and PDCP for DRBs not configured with DAPS is may be the same as in normal handover"
There is a minor typo in the cover sheet as "At RAN2#113-e meeting, it’s agreed that the UE may re-establish PDCP and RLC entity for DRBs not configured with DAPS when MAC successfully completes the random access procedure, which is not different from the handling in normal handover"

	Intel
	No
	Agree with Rapporteur, we do not need to capture every stage 3 details in stage 2. 

	Sharp
	
	No strong opinion, but ok to have it to make things clear enough.

	Apple
	No
	RRC spec is clear.

	LG
	No
	It is already captured in stage-3. 

	CATT
	No
	Not essential correction, due to it is clear in stage 3.

	ITRI
	No
	RRC spec is enough.

	Qualcomm
	No, but
	It is not necessary to repeat the stage-3 behavior. However, the current Note in stage-2 is contradictory. Therefore, it may be better to make this Note void.

	Lenovo
	No
	We donot see the need to change.



Summary:
The majority view is that current RRC spec is clear enough to support this relaxation of UE implementation for non-DAPS DRBs, and we don’t need to capture detailed UE behavior again in stage-2 spec. As current Note in stage-2 is a bit contradictory, it could be void instead and it further avoids such maintenance effort in the future.

Proposal 3: CR R2-2105504 and R2-2105505 are not pursued.
Proposal 4: Void NOTE 2 in 9.2.3.1 of NR R16 RRC spec, and this change is merged to NR RRC rapporteur CR. 
Proposal 5: Void NOTE in 10.1.2.1.0 of LTE R16 RRC spec, and this change is merged to LTE RRC rapporteur CR. 

2.3	Miscellaneous RRC corrections for DAPS
MAC establishment for DAPS: 
R2-2105207	Correction to DAPS handover	Google Inc.	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.4.0	4655	-	F	LTE_feMob-Core
R2-2105208	Correction to DAPS handover	Google Inc.	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.4.1	2608	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core

Reason for change: 
1. “MAC establishment” is not defined in the NR MAC specification. It is not clear what “establishment of the target MAC” refers to. Instead, “MAC reset” is defined in section 5.9 in the NR MAC specification and “MAC reset” is used widely in the NR RRC specification.  
2. “SpCell” for DAPS in section 5.3.7.2 is misleading because DAPS handover and DC cannot be configured simultaneously. “PCell” is used in similar description for DAPS in section 5.3.7.2 in TS 36.331.

Summary of change:
1. Change “establishment of the target MAC” to “the target MAC reset”.
2. Change “SpCell” to “PCell” in section 5.3.7.2 to algin with LTE RRC specification.


	[bookmark: _Toc68014698][bookmark: _Toc60776758]5.3.5.1	General
<unnecessary parts omitted>

-	reconfiguration with sync for DAPS and security key refresh, involving RA to the target PCell, establishment of target MAC reset, and
-	for non-DAPS bearer: refresh of security and re-establishment of RLC and PDCP triggered by explicit L2 indicators;
-	for DAPS bearer: establishment of RLC for the target PCell, refresh of security and reconfiguration of PDCP to add the ciphering function, the integrity protection function and ROHC function of the target PCell;
-	for SRB: refresh of security and establishment of RLC and PDCP for the target PCell;
-	reconfiguration with sync for DAPS but without security key refresh, involving RA to the target PCell, establishment of target MAC reset, and:

<unnecessary parts omitted>

[bookmark: _Toc68014746]5.3.7.2	Initiation
<unnecessary parts omitted>

1>	if any DAPS bearer is configured:
2>	reset the source MAC and release the source MAC configuration;
2>	for each DAPS bearer:
3>	release the RLC entity or entities as specified in TS 38.322 [4], clause 5.1.3, and the associated logical channel for the source SpCellPCell;
3>	reconfigure the PDCP entity to release DAPS as specified in TS 38.323 [5];
2>	for each SRB:
3>	release the PDCP entity for the source SpCellPCell;
3>	release the RLC entity as specified in TS 38.322 [4], clause 5.1.3, and the associated logical channel for the source SpCellPCell;
2>	release the physical channel configuration for the source SpCellPCell;
2>	discard the keys used in the source SpCell (the KgNB key, the KRRCenc key, the KRRCint key, the KUPint key and the KUPenc key), if any;

<unnecessary parts omitted>




Rapporteur comment: for the first change, reset MAC is not equal to establish MAC, and for target cell it's accurate to use establishment as this MAC entity doesn’t exist before DAPS. For the second change, it’s more like an editorial optimization, because it’s already clear there is only PCell during DAPS.

Question 4: do companies think that R2-2105207 and R2-2105208 can be agreed?
	Company
	Agree to CR?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	Google
	Yes (proponent)
	The rapporteur’s comment should also apply to the SCG configuration case because the MAC entity for SCG does not exist before the SCG configuration. However, in the current text, it is specified that the UE resets SCG MAC upon configuration of SCG instead of establishing SCG MAC. 

In 38.321, there is no description for MAC establishment but MAC reset is clearly described. We don’t see why not to use a similar way for target MAC upon DAPS handover as the SCG configuration case. If we specify that the UE establishes target MAC, then we need to specify that the UE releases the target MAC somewhere in the current specification.

	Nokia
	No
	It was deliberately agreed to use the term "establish" because the entity needs to be created.

	Ericsson
	No
	Agree with rapporteur’s comment.

	ZTE
	No
	Agree with rapporteur’s comment.

	vivo
	No
	For 1st change: “MAC establishment” does not equal to “MAC reset”
For 2nd change: Changing “SpCell” to “PCell” seems not necessary. Current spec is clear enough.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No
	Current wording is accurate and no need to change.

	Samsung
	No
	Agree wit Rapp.

	Intel
	No
	Share the same view with Rapporteur. For the first change, existing wording is more accurate. Second change is editorial optimization. And therefore the CR is not needed. 

	Sharp  
	No
	Agree with rapporteur’s comment.

	Apple
	No
	We also feel for the first change, “establish” is the right word.

	LG
	No
	Agree with rapporteur’s comment.

	CATT
	No
	Agree with rapporteur

	ITRI
	No
	Agree with rapporteur.

	Qualcomm
	No
	Agree with the rapporteur. 

	Lenovo
	No
	Current specification is clear.



Summary:
The majority view is that for the first change, existing wording is more accurate; second change is editorial optimization. And therefore the CR is not needed.

Proposal 6: CR R2-2105207 and R2-2105208 are not pursued.

UE reconfiguration details for DAPS HO: 
R2-2105607	Correction on reference signal reconfiguration for RLM	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.4.1	2633	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core

Reason for change: 
During DAPS handover, UE still performs radio link monitoring in source cell until RACH towards target cell is successful. And even if the DAPS handover command reconfigures the reference signals used for radio link monitoring, these configurations are only applied to target cell and should not stop the ongoing RLM in source cell. But this has not been clearly specified in current subsention 5.3.5.5.7.

Summary of change:
Clarify that if any DAPS bearer is configured, reference signal reconfiguration for RLM in DAPS handover command is applied to target cell, and doesn’t stop ongoing RLM in source cell.


	[bookmark: _Toc60776769][bookmark: _Toc68014709]5.3.5.5.7	SpCell Configuration
<unnecessary parts omitted>

1>	if the SpCellConfig contains spCellConfigDedicated:
2>	if any DAPS bearer is configured:
3>	configure the SpCell of the target cell group in accordance with the spCellConfigDedicated;
3>	consider the bandwidth part indicated in firstActiveUplinkBWP-Id if configured to be the active uplink bandwidth part for the target cell group;
3>	consider the bandwidth part indicated in firstActiveDownlinkBWP-Id if configured to be the active downlink bandwidth part for the target cell group;
2>	else
32>	configure the SpCell in accordance with the spCellConfigDedicated;
32>	consider the bandwidth part indicated in firstActiveUplinkBWP-Id if configured to be the active uplink bandwidth part;
32>	consider the bandwidth part indicated in firstActiveDownlinkBWP-Id if configured to be the active downlink bandwidth part;
32>	if any of the reference signal(s) that are used for radio link monitoring are reconfigured by the received spCellConfigDedicated:
43>	stop timer T310 for the corresponding SpCell, if running;
43>	stop timer T312 for the corresponding SpCell, if running;
43>	reset the counters N310 and N311.

<unnecessary parts omitted>




Rapporteur comments: it’s necessary to make this clarification, and it’s also aligned with other parts in spec for DAPS, e.g. the reconfiguration of rlf-TimersAndConstants.

Question 5: do companies think that R2-2105607 can be agreed?
	Company
	Agree to CR?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	Google
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	No
	All target configurations including physical layer changes should be applicable for target cell only. This should not be mentioned in each and every place within the specs.

	Ericsson
	No
	Not an essential change as it should anyway be the understanding that the spCellConfigDedicated applies to the target cell. This was discussed already at RAN2#112-e meeting and it was agreed that no changes are needed to RRC specifications.
[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.

	ZTE
	No
	Agree with Ericsson.

	vivo
	No
	It’s quite clear that the configuration e.g. spCellConfigDedicated is applied to target cell. This clarification seems not very necessary. 

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	Without this clarification, reconfiguration of RLM reference signals may lead to T310/T312 stop and N310/ N311 reset in source cell according to current spec, which is not aligned with our design.

	Samsung
	No
	Agree with Ericsson.

	Intel
	No
	RAN2 has discussed the issue on whether to clarify the configuration in DAPS HO command is only applied for target. Companies agreed this, but do not see the need to clarify this. 

	Sharp
	No
	Agree with Ericsson, RAN2 already concluded no change to RRC.

	Apple
	No
	Agree with Ericsson.

	LG
	No
	No need to change since spCellConfigDedicated is applied to target cell only

	CATT
	yes
	

	Qualcomm
	No
	Agree with Ericsson.

	Lenovo
	No
	



Summary:
Companies agree that the configuration in DAPS HO command is only applied for target, but RAN2’s previous agreement was not to further clarify this point in RRC spec.

Proposal 7: CR R2-2105607 is not pursued.

R2-2106138	Clarification on UE configuration at DAPS fallback	Samsung	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.4.1	2669	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core
R2-2106139	Clarification on UE configuration at DAPS fallback	Samsung	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.4.0	4675	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core

Reason for change: 
In the current RRC specification, it is not clear for UE to revert back to which UE configuration UE used at which time when UE fallback to the source PCell due to the expiry of T304. 
Given that UE continues to use UE configuration in the source PCell during DAPS handover, the UE configuration UE reverts back to should be clarified.


Summary of change:
To add “before the reception of RRCReconfiguration” in order to clarify the UE configuration in the source PCell.

Minor typos are corrected.
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3>	resume suspended SRBs in the source PCell;
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, includinges PDCP, RLC states variables, the security configuration and the data stored in transmission and reception buffers in PDCP and RLC entities ;
3>	revert back to the UE measurement configuration used in the source PCell;

<unnecessary parts omitted>



Rapporteur comments: this change is aligned with common understanding, but it seems not possible to implement this “revert back” UE behaviour in another way. 

Question 6: do companies think that R2-2106138 and R2-2106139 can be agreed?
	Company
	Agree to CR?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	Google
	No
	The current text is clear. We don’t see a need for the clarification.

	Nokia
	No
	Agree with Rapporteur’s summary and Google’s view. The clarification is unnecessary.

	Ericsson
	No
	No essential correction. But if companies agree that a change is needed, one should also clarify that it is the DAPS HO Command message that is referred to, e.g. by adding “before the reception of RRCReconfiguration with the DAPS handover configuration”.

	ZTE
	No
	The current text is clear.

	vivo
	No
	We agree that the current text is clear enough. 

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No
	The current text is clear.

	Samsung
	Yes
	We think that there are several types of non-DAPS DRBs as we discussed in the last meeting. In this regard, it would be good to clarify it further. However, we are fine with the majority view if they are already on the same page.

	Intel
	No
	For non-DAPS DRB, the handling is same as normal handover. Do not see the need to clarify this. 

	Sharp
	No
	Agree with rapporteur’s comments.

	Apple
	Yes
	We think the spec do has some confusion whether UE can fallback to the configuration carried in the RRCreconfiguration message with DAPS HO configuration.

	LG
	No
	This procedure is performed at T304 expiry. Thus, we do not need to further clarification when to perform the fallback procedure for non-DAPS bearers. 

	CATT
	No
	The current specification is clear.

	Qualcomm
	No
	As discussed in the last meeting, a reasonable implementation will not revert back added DRBs or not revert released DRBs.

	Lenovo
	No
	Current specification is clear.



Summary:
The majority view is that current text is clear, and companies don’t see a need for the clarification.

Proposal 8: CR R2-2106138 and R2-2106139 are not pursued.


R2-2106141	Correction on headerCompression field for DAPS DRB	Samsung	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.4.0	4676	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core

Reason for change: 
For LTE DAPS bearers, RAN2 agreed to use t-Reordering to support in-order delivery for PDCP SDUs received from the source and the target. Moreover, t-Reordering can be kept after DAPS handover.  

In legacy LTE, E-UTRAN does not configure header compression while t-Reordering is configured, the intention of which was not to support header compression for split DRB and LWA DRB. 

For DAPS bearers, header compression should be supported.

Summary of change:
To add “except for DAPS bearers” in order to allow header compression configuration.
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headerCompression
E-UTRAN does not reconfigure header compression for an MCG DRB except for upon handover and upon the first reconfiguration after RRC connection re-establishment, and without any drb-ContinueROHC. E-UTRAN does not reconfigure header compression for a SCG DRB except for upon SCG change involving PDCP re-establishment. E-UTRAN does not configure header compression while t-Reordering is configured except for DAPS bearers. E-UTRAN only configures this field when neither uplinkOnlyHeaderCompression nor uplinkDataCompression is configured.
If headerCompression is configured, the UE shall apply the configured ROHC profile(s) in both uplink and downlink. ROHC and EHC can be both configured simultaneously for a DRB.

<unnecessary parts omitted>




Rapporteur comment: Rapporteur thinks this change is aligned with DAPS PDCP design, and this change is more or less editorial, and can be merged to other big CR.

Question 7: do companies think that R2-2106141 can be agreed?
	Company
	Agree to CR?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	Google
	Yes
	We are fine with a separate CR because the CR indeed corrects the current text.

	Nokia
	Maybe 
	Intention seems to be OK but wording looks a bit confusing: Maybe: "Except for DAPS bearers, network…"?

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Maybe no
	Agree with the intention, but the change seems not needed. 
It was agreed that “PDCP parameters discardTimer, pdcp-SN-SizeUL, pdcp-SN-SizeDL, outOfOrderDelivery, t-Reordering and cipheringDisabled. cannot be changed for DRB with DAPS”. So according to the current spec, if the source cell has been configured with header compression then there is no t-Reordering, and no t-Reordering will be configured for the target cell since the PDCP parameters including t-Reordering cannot be changed for DAPS bearers, vice versa. It seems that nothing is broken based on the current description.

	vivo
	Yes
	Agree that “DAPS + headerCompression + T_Reordering” shall be supported. 
We are fine to keep this seperate CR or merge into rapporteur CR.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	It can be merged to other big CR.

	Samsung
	Yes
	Regarding ZTE’s comments, this correction is for LTE DAPS DRBs. If normal LTE UM or AM DRB not using t-reodering and header compression is configured with DAPS, then they starts to use t-reordering as specified in 36.323. In that case, t-reordering can be kept even after DAPS handover is completed, which cannot be configured with ROHC by the target according to the current 36.331.

	Intel
	Yes
	Ok to have this change to algin with PDCP. 

	Sharp
	Yes 
	Agree with the intention to support header compression and T_reordering in DAPS case.

	Apple
	Yes
	Agree with the intention.

	LG
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	Lenovo
	Yes
	



Summary:
The majority view is this CR is needed to clarify this exception for DAPS bears, and it’s also in line with NR spec. As this change is relatively minor, it could be merged into big CR.

Proposal 9: merge R2-2106141 to LTE R16 RRC rapporteur CR.

2.4	Coexistence of CHO + DAPS
R2-2105888	Conditional reconfigurations and DAPS handover	Ericsson	discussion	NR_Mob_enh-Core
R2-2105606	Clarification on non-coexistence of CHO+DAPS	Huawei, HiSilicon, China Telecom	discussion	Rel-16	NR_Mob_enh-Core, LTE_feMob-Core

According to the papers above, RAN2 has made the following agreement for the coexistence of CHO + DAPS in RAN2#109-e:

Agreements for DAPS
Not-supported features with DAPS
Proposal 33.	CHO+DAPS is not supported in Rel-16.

And also the restriction has been captured in stage-2 specifications as below:

	TS 38.300:
NOTE 4a:	CHO cannot be configured simultaneously with DAPS handover.
NOTE 1a:	A configuration of a CHO candidate cell cannot contain a DAPS handover configuration.”

TS 36.300:
NOTE 4:	DC, CHO or RACH-less HO cannot be configured simultaneously with DAPS Handover.



In 38.331 the following is specified regarding the simultaneous support of CHO and DAPS HO, and regarding the conditions for configuring a DAPS HO.
In 38.331, 6.3.2 (CondReconfigToAddModList):
	condRRCReconfig
The RRCReconfiguration message to be applied when the condition(s) are fulfilled. The RRCReconfiguration message contained in condRRCReconfig cannot contain the field conditionalReconfiguration or the field daps-Config.



In 38.331, 6.3.2 (RadioBearerConfig):
[…]
    [[
    daps-Config-r16                 ENUMERATED{true}            OPTIONAL    -- Cond DAPS
    ]]
[…]

	Conditional Presence
	Explanation

	[...]

	DAPS
	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.



Then there is still a question which is not clear, i.e. is it possible to configure a DAPS HO when the UE has a conditional reconfiguration? One view is that since we already made the agreement “CHO+DAPS is not supported in Rel-16” the CHO and DAPS can’t coexist in one UE. And another view is that it’s allowed to configure a DAPS HO when the UE has a conditional reconfiguration.

Question 8: do companies agree that it is allowed to configure a DAPS HO when the UE has a conditional reconfiguration?
	Company
	Agree?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	Google
	No
	We prefer to stick with the agreement “CHO+DAPS is not supported in Rel-16”.

	Nokia
	No
	We think the intention of the CHO/DAPS Rel-16 coexistence was to ensure the UE cannot be simultaneously configured with both, irrespective of the configuration order, etc.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	The specifications are clear on that the only restrictions (to configure DAPS HO) are that the UE cannot be configured with SCell(s), SCG, mTRP, SUL, EHC, sidelink or UDC, which thus need to be released before DAPS HO Command. This is defined by the conditional presence for daps-Config and daps-HO in 38.331 and 36.331 (and can also be seen in the list of features that need to be released prior to DAPS HO Command in 38.300). Conditional reconfigurations do thus not need to be released prior to DAPS HO Command and it would thus be a change of functionality to introduce such restriction.
Even if the UE has stored conditional reconfigurations when receiving a (DAPS) handover they would not be used during the handover. It would thus not correspond to that “DAPS+CHO is supported“, which instead corresponds to that a CHO would consist of a DAPS handover. This is also the restriction that has been covered in the specifications (both stage-2 and stage-3).

	ZTE
	No
	Agree with Google and Nokia.

	vivo
	No
	The motivations of CHO and DAPS HO are different. The CHO aims to improve HO reliability. The DAPS HO aims to reduce interruption time during HO.
It was agreed that “CHO cannot be configured simultaneously with DAPS handover.”, In our understanding, it’s not encouraged to configure a DAPS HO when the UE has a conditional reconfiguration, which makes the UE implementation more complex.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No
	Agree with Google and Nokia.

	Samsung
	No
	We need to follow the previous agreements as is. In this late stage, we prefer to avoid another interpretation.

	Intel
	No
	RAN2 already agreed, CHO+DAPS is not supported in Rel-16.

	Sharp
	No
	Agree with Google and Nokia.

	Apple
	No
	

	LG
	No
	Since CHO+DAPS is not supported in Rel-16, we don’t think this is possible scenario.

	CATT
	No 
	From our understanding, it is not allowed. But from stage 3 specification, it doesn’t prevent it. Even though it specified it is not allowed CHO+DAPS in stage 2, but it not clear. So further clarification can be agreed.

	ITRI
	No
	Agree with Google and Nokia.

	Qualcomm
	Yes but
	Agree with Ericsson that source gNB initiating DAPS HO while the UE is configured with CHO is not same as configuring the UE with CHO by target when DAPS is configured. Most of the discussion in RAN2 at the time was on the second scenario. However, it seems all other companies interpret the RAN2 agreement in the more general sense. Given that this is not a critical restriction for Rel-16, it is fine not to have this in Rel-16. 

	Lenovo
	No
	We have already agreed that CHO+DAPS is not supported in Rel-16, which is clear.




If it’s allowed to cofigure a DAPS HO when the UE has a conditional reconfiguration, we need to further discuss whether to restart the CHO evaluation after DAPS fallback as mentioned in R2-2105901 and R2-2105903.

R2-2105901	Conditional evaluation upon fallback to source cell after DAPS handover	Ericsson	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.4.0	4613	1	F	LTE_feMob-Core	R2-2103046
R2-2105903	Conditional evaluation upon fallback to source cell after DAPS handover	Ericsson	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.4.1	2497	1	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core	R2-2103047

	5.3.5.8.3	T304 expiry (Reconfiguration with sync Failure)
<unnecessary parts omitted>

3>	revert back to the UE measurement configuration used in the source PCell;
3>	restart the evaluation of conditional reconfiguration, if configured, as specified in subclause 5.3.5.13.4;
3>	initiate the failure information procedure as specified in subclause 5.7.5 to report DAPS handover failure.

<unnecessary parts omitted>



Question 9: if the answer to Q8 is yes, do companies further agree that R2-2105901 and R2-2105903 can be agreed?
	Company
	Agree?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	Nokia
	No
	These shall not happen in real networks (i.e. the NW will not provide the UE with DAPS, knowing it has CHO configured).

	Ericsson
	Yes
	Proponent

	
	
	

	
	
	



If it’s not allowed to cofigure a DAPS HO when the UE has a conditional reconfiguration, some clarification is needed in both stage-2 and RRC specs, i.e. network should release CHO configuration before DAPS HO command is sent to UE. The draft CRs are provided in Annex of both R2-2105888 and R2-2105606.
For NR stage-2 CR, the change wordings are basically the same, and LTE stage-2 CR is only provided in R2-2105606. For RRC CR, the change wordings are a bit different between these two papers as below:

	R2-2105888
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, no conditional reconfiguration is configured and sidelink is not configured. Otherwise the field is absent.

R2-2105606
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, conditionalReconfiguration for CHO is not configured, and sidelink is not configured. Otherwise the field is absent.



Question 10: if the answer to Q8 is no, do companies further agree that it’s necessary to clarify network should release CHO configuration before DAPS HO command is sent to UE? And which CRs can be considered as baseline?
	Company
	Agree to clarify?
(Yes or No)
	R2-2105888 as baseline?
R2-2105606 as baseline?
	Comments

	Google
	Yes
	
	

	Nokia
	No
	
	We think this scenario does not require specification changes. We do not optimize the specs for each and every corner case.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	
	As the current specifications (the conditional presence for configuring DAPS HO) are clear on what configurations that are not allowed when configuring DAPS HO (and this does not include conditional reconfigurations), it would be a need to then specify also the conditional reconfigurations. This would thus not just be a clarification but a change of the restrictions.
For the stage-2 changes, we do not see any need for the proposed changes to 36.300 since it today does not include any list of features that need to be released before DAPS HO Command (and the specific restrictions are defined in stage-3).
For the proposed changes to stage-3 the question is whether the restriction would include only CHO or conditional reconfigurations. If it only includes CHO, the UE may still have stored conditional reconfigurations at DAPS fallback and there is then still a need for the changes in R2-2105901 and R2-2105903 (at least when CPA is introduced).

	ZTE
	Yes for stage-2 clarification
	
	We think the stage-2 clarification is clear enough.

	Vivo
	Yes
	
	Either one is OK. Slightly prefer R2-2105888 as baseline.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	yes
	
	Both stage-2 and stage-3 CRs are needed. For clarification in stage-2 spec, it can be merged to Ericsson’s CR R2-2104934 and R2-2104935.

	Samsung
	Yes
	
	Both are the same thing but the latter seems more appropriate to Stage-2 spec.

	Intel
	Yes
	R2-2105606
	

	Sharp
	
	
	No strong opinion, ok to clarify in stage 2 spec.

	Apple
	Yes
	R2-2105606
	Slightly prefer 5606.

	LG
	Yes
	
	Either change is fine to us.

	CATT
	Yes
	R2-2105888
	As Ericsson mentioned, it should release the CHO configuration stored by UE before the DAPS handover. The R2-2105888 seems more correct.

	ITRI
	Yes
	R2-2105606
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	
	Either one is fine.

	Lenovo
	Yes
	
	network should release CHO configuration before DAPS HO command is sent to UE. But, current stage 2 specification is clear for that. Further modification is not needed.



Summary:
Most companies interpret the RAN2 agreement “CHO+DAPS is not supported in Rel-16” in a more general sense, i.e. the UE cannot be simultaneously configured with both, irrespective of the configuration order. And the majority view is that it’s necessary to clarify network should release CHO configuration before DAPS HO command is sent to UE in both stage-2 and RRC specs. For RRC CR, either one from R2-2105888 and R2-2105606 seems ok. Considering there is a slight preference for R2-2105606, the RRC CRs in R2-2105606 are proposed to be the baseline. For stage-2 CRs, the corresponding change can be merged to the reviesed R2-2104934 and R2-2104935.

Proposal 10: To capture the clarification for releasing CHO before DAPS HO command is sent to UE, the draft RRC CRs in Annex of R2-2105606 are the baseline.

R2-2104934	Reconfiguration during DAPS HO	Ericsson, Nokia (Rapporteur)	CR	Rel-16	36.300	16.5.0	1341	-	F	LTE_feMob-Core
R2-2104935	Reconfiguration during DAPS HO	Ericsson, Nokia (Rapporteur)	CR	Rel-16	38.300	16.5.0	0370	-	F	NR_Mob_enh-Core

In last meeting R2-2104934 and R2-2104935 were postponed as the conclusion on coexistence was pending. But other parts in these CRs seems agreeable based on companies’ feedback in last meeting. 
Question 11: do companies think R2-2104934 and R2-2104935 can be agreed?
	Company
	Agree?
(Yes or No)
	Comments

	Google
	No
	The stage-3 allows the case addressed by the CR. We don’t see why we need to specifically describe this case in the stage-2.

	Nokia
	Yes
	This captures the understanding reached at last RAN2 meeting.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	Proponent

	ZTE
	Yes, but
	If we agreed not to configure a DAPS HO when the UE has a conditional reconfiguration, the change in NR spec can be updated to cover the CHO case, e.g.
CA, DC, CHO, SUL, multi-TRP, EHC, NR sidelink configurations and V2X sidelink configurations are released by the source gNB before the handover command is sent to the UE and are not configured by the target gNB until the DAPS handover has completed (i.e. at earliest in the same message that releases the source cPCell release).
And then the separate description in NOTE 6a on allowing CHO configured in the same message releasing the source can be removed. 

	vivo
	Partial agree
	Agree the change1 and Change2 , but except change3.
Regarding change3, as discussed in Question8, it may make the “revert back” procedure more complex in case of DAPS HO Failure.
· Change1: The restriction that EHC cannot be configured together with DAPS handover is captured in 9.2.3.1.
· Change2: It is captured in 9.2.3.1 that the target gNB can configure the UE with CA, DC, SUL, multi-TRP, EHC, NR sidelink configurations and V2X sidelink configurations again in the same message that releases the source PCell (and thus completes the DAPS handover).
· Change3:It is captured in 9.2.3.2.1 that the target gNB can configure the UE with CHO in the same message that releases the source cell and completes the DAPS handover. 

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes, but
	Agree with ZTE. For CHO+DAPS coexistence clarification in stage-2 spec as mentioned in Q10, it can be merged to these two CRs.

	Samsung
	Yes, but
	Same view as ZTE.

	Intel
	Agree
	

	Sharp
	Yes 
	

	Apple
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes, but
	For NR CR, the sidelink features may be restricted on the configuration with DAPS HO.

	CATT
	Yes with comment
	For 4934:
We think the change in 10.1.2.1.0 is not needed, due to it can be covered by 10.1.2.1.1
For the change in 10.1.2.1.1, the RRCConnectionReconfiguration message including the flag of release source cell is the earliest message that allow to configure the CA,DC, etc, so the change can be modified as following:
Features that cannot be configured simultaneously with DAPS Handover (CA, DC, EHC, UDC and CHO) can be configured earliest in the same RRCConnectionReconfiguration message that releases the source cell.

For 4935:
The change of 9.2.3.2.1 is not needed, it can be covered by 9.2.3.1.
For the change of 9.2.3.1, the conditional reconfiguration configuration should be included by modifying the change as following:

Only source and target PCell are used during DAPS handover. CA, DC, SUL, multi-TRP, EHC, conditional reconfiguration, NR sidelink configurations, and V2X sidelink configurations are released by the source gNB before the handover command is sent to the UE and are not configured by the target gNB until the DAPS handover has completed (i.e. at earliest in the same message that releases the source PCell).


	ITRI
	Yes with comment
	Same view as CATT.

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	Lenovo
	Yes
	



Proposal 11: R2-2104934 can be agreed with the following revisions:
1. The current change in 10.1.2.1.0 is not needed as it can be covered by 10.1.2.1.1;
2. For the change in 10.1.2.1.1, add the wording “earliest”, i.e. Features that cannot be configured simultaneously with DAPS Handover (CA, DC, EHC, UDC and CHO) can be configured earliest in the same RRCConnectionReconfiguration message that releases the source cell;
3. Capture the clarification for releasing CHO before DAPS HO command is sent to UE.

Proposal 12: R2-2104935 can be agreed with the following revisions:
1. The change of 9.2.3.2.1 is not needed as it can be covered by 9.2.3.1;
2. Capture the clarification for releasing CHO before DAPS HO command is sent to UE, e.g. CA, DC, CHO, SUL, multi-TRP, EHC, NR sidelink configurations and V2X sidelink configurations are released by the source gNB before the handover command is sent to the UE.
Conclusion
Based on companies’ feedback, the following proposals are made:
Proposal 1: the proposal in R2-2106154 is not agreed.
Proposal 2: merge R2-2105005 into LTE R16 stage-2 rapporteur CR.
Proposal 3: CR R2-2105504 and R2-2105505 are not pursued.
Proposal 4: Void NOTE 2 in 9.2.3.1 of NR R16 RRC spec, and this change is merged to NR RRC rapporteur CR. 
Proposal 5: Void NOTE in 10.1.2.1.0 of LTE R16 RRC spec, and this change is merged to LTE RRC rapporteur CR. 
Proposal 6: CR R2-2105207 and R2-2105208 are not pursued.
Proposal 7: CR R2-2105607 is not pursued.
Proposal 8: CR R2-2106138 and R2-2106139 are not pursued.
Proposal 9: merge R2-2106141 to LTE R16 RRC rapporteur CR.
Proposal 10: To capture the clarification for releasing CHO before DAPS HO command is sent to UE, the draft RRC CRs in Annex of R2-2105606 are the baseline.
Proposal 11: R2-2104934 can be agreed with the following revisions:
1. The current change in 10.1.2.1.0 is not needed as it can be covered by 10.1.2.1.1;
2. For the change in 10.1.2.1.1, add the wording “earliest”, i.e. Features that cannot be configured simultaneously with DAPS Handover (CA, DC, EHC, UDC and CHO) can be configured earliest in the same RRCConnectionReconfiguration message that releases the source cell;
3. [bookmark: _GoBack]Capture the clarification for releasing CHO before DAPS HO command is sent to UE.
Proposal 12: R2-2104935 can be agreed with the following revisions:
1. The change of 9.2.3.2.1 is not needed as it can be covered by 9.2.3.1;
2. Capture the clarification for releasing CHO before DAPS HO command is sent to UE, e.g. CA, DC, CHO, SUL, multi-TRP, EHC, NR sidelink configurations and V2X sidelink configurations are released by the source gNB before the handover command is sent to the UE.

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

	Google
	frankwu@google.com

	Nokia
	jedrzej.stanczak[at]nokia.com

	ZTE
	zhang.mengjie@zte.com.cn

	Intel
	Yi.guo@intel.com

	Sharp
	ningjuan.chang@cn.sharp-world.com

	Apple
	yuqin_chen@apple.com

	LG
	Geumsan.jo@lge.com

	ITRI
	NellenHuang@itri.org.tw
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