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Introduction
In this document we discuss the DAPS indicator and fallback mechanism for NR and give our proposals and text proposal associated to TS38.423.
Discussion
At last RAN3#107b e-meeting, the DAPS indicator and fallback mechanism were discussed under CB#13, the remaining issues are listed as below:
Whether DAPS response in X2AP is per E-RAB or one shot for all requested E-RABs. If per E-RAB, encode under E-RABs Admitted List; if one shot, encode within HO REQ ACK.

Whether DAPS response in XnAP is per DRB or one shot for all requested DRBs. If one shot, encode within HO REQ ACK.
Whether or not the target explicitly indicates in the DAPS Response Info IE, if admitted as classic HO instead. 

Whether to introduce “fallback to rel-14 MBB” in X2AP.

Whether CU-CP decides whether to accept DAPS HO or not and CU-UP follows (or rejects), or it should be CU-UP who makes decision To be continued...
Question 1: Whether DAPS response in XnAP is per DRB or one shot for all requested DRBs.
From our point of view, since it has been agreed to support per DRB DAPS handover procedure, the fallback information applied in DAPS HO response message should be per DRB. One may concern whether there is a situation that the target node can accept one DRB as DAPS HO, but another DAPS HO DRB is accepted as a classic HO, we think when the resource in target node is tight, the target node can accept the DAPS HO for which service requirements on the DRBs are very strict (such as strict latency requirement), and fallback to legacy HO for the DRBs which has looser latency requirements. 

Proposal 1: The DAPS response information in XnAP should be per DRB.

Question 2: Whether or not the target explicitly indicates in the DAPS Response Info IE, if admitted as classic HO instead. 
During the discussion, there are 8 companies support to carry explicit information in the DAPS Response Info IE while 2 companies think fallback to classic HO can be indicated by the absence of this IE. We think carry more information in the DAPS HO response message is more suitable, because this IE should be extensible for future proof (fallback to a new rel-17 HO), and it is simply for the source node to take different actions when receiving this IE.
Proposal 2: it is useful to carry explicit indications in the DAPS Response Info IE.
Text Proposal
Following changes depend on the BLCR [R3-203080]:

//////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////change begin///////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////
9.2.1.EE
DAPS Response Information
The DAPS Response Indicator IE indicates that the response to a requested DAPS Handover for the concered DRB.
	IE/Group Name
	Presence
	Range
	IE type and reference
	Semantics description

	DAPS Response information
	
	1 .. <maxnoofDRBs>
	
	

	>DAPS Response Indicator
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (DAPS HO accepted, fallback to legacy HO, …)
	Indicates if the DAPS Handover is accepted


	Range bound
	Explanation

	maxnoofDRBs
	Maximum no. of DRBs allowed towards one UE. Value is 32. 




/////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////change end////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////
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