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1. Introduction
In the last meeting, it has been agreed that the early indication would not be transmitted during the handover procedure, in this paper, we further discuss the UAI processing during the handover.
2. Discussion
For the handover procedure, normally the UAI would be included in the HandoverPreparationInformation message, then the target gNB would take the temporary capability restriction in the UAI into consideration. Then the remaining issue is how to process the waiting timer T348 at the target gNB. According to the current spec, upon the T348 expiry, the UE may apply the temporary UE capability restriction in accordance with the one indicated in the last transmission of the UEAssistanceInformation message including musim-CapRestriction. As an implementation method at the network side, the network may apply the configuration according to the UAI locally (e.g. release Scell/SCG and/or reduce the MIMO layer/Bandwidth on the corresponding serving cell) when the corresponding wait timer expiry. However for the handover case, the corresponding wait timer would be maintained at the source gNB, the target gNB would be unable to know when the timer expiry as shown in the Fig 1
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Fig 1: Handover Procedure
Observation 1: For the inter-gNB handover case, the target gNB would be unable to know when the timer expiry according to the current spec and thus there would be a potential configuration mismatch between the UE and the network.
To solve the above mismatch issue, there are 2 options:
· Option 1: the SgNB indicate the timer information to the TgNB (e.g. indicates how much time left) 
· Option 2: Left to the NW implementation, e.g. the network indicates reconfigurationWithSync, then the wait timer would be stopped and UAI would be retransmitted in 1s.
The option 1 would have impact to the inter-node message, while the Option 2 has less spec impact. Furthermore, considering that it may takes tens of ms on each Xn interface message while in the current signaling definition the maximum wait timer value is 100ms, indicating how much time left still can’t propose the TgNB exact expiry time. 
	musim-WaitTimer-r18             ENUMERATED {ms10, ms20, ms40, ms60, ms80, ms100, spare2, spare1}


Then it would requires the Source gNB to provide the detail staring time point, which is quite complex. Thus the option 2 was slightly preferred.
Proposal 1: About the configuration mismatch (after the waiting timer expiry) for the inter-gNB handover case, it can be left to the NW implementation, e.g. the network indicates reconfigurationWithSync, then the wait timer would be stopped and UAI would be retransmitted in 1s. No spec change is needed.
3. Conclusion and proposals
With the above analysis, we have the following proposals:
Observation 1: For the inter-gNB handover case, the target gNB would be unable to know when the timer expiry according to the current spec and thus there would be a potential configuration mismatch between the UE and the network.
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