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1. Introduction
Last meeting, some agreements were achieved on DAPS handover. But there are still some open issues [1] to decide. This paper is to investigate them. The corresponding proposals are also provided. 
2. Discussion
In last meeting, the following agreement was achieved: 
· Do not introduce one shot DAPS HO proposal from source. DAPS HO proposal is per E-RAB/DRB

But there are still many issues to be decided, given as follows: 
· 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

2.1  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? 
· Option 1: under E-RABs Admitted List + per E-RAB 
· Option 2: within HO REQ ACK + per E-RAB with a list
· Option 3: within HO REQ ACK + as one-shot response for all requested E-RABs

Option 3 is simple to know whether the DAPS HO is accepted or not. If DAPS HO is not accepted, while the HO ACK message is received, by default it means it falls back to legacy HO. No additional indication is necessary for this situation. If Rel-17 should be considered, the IE can be designed as an extensible one. Option 1 requires the response per DRB, which may not be necessary. A high-level indicator is enough. 
Proposal 1): To select option 3, i.e., within HO REQ ACK + as one-shot response for all requested E-RABs, the IE can be extensible. 

2.2 Whether DAPS response in XnAP is per DRB or one shot for all requested DRBs. If one shot, encode within HO REQ ACK? 
· Option 1: under Data Forwarding Response DRB List + per DRB
· Option 2: within HO REQ ACK + per DRB with a list
· Option 3: within HO REQ ACK + as one-shot response for all requested DRBs
· Option 4: under PDU Session Resources Admitted List + per QoS flow??

Following the issue before, option 3 is aligned, which is better to have the solution for LTE and NR. 
Proposal 2): To select option 3, i.e., within HO REQ ACK + as one-shot response for all requested DRBs, the IE can be extensible.  

2.3 Whether or not the target explicitly indicates in the DAPS Response Info IE, if admitted as classic HO instead? 

If DAPS HO is not accepted, while the HO ACK message is received, by default it means it falls back to legacy HO. No additional indication is necessary for this situation.  
Proposal 3): It is not necessary for the target to explicitly indicate in the DAPS Response Info IE, if admitted as classic HO instead.  

2.4 Whether to introduce “fallback to Rel-14 MBB” in X2AP? 

For this issue, the main point is that Rel-14 MBB is a per UE feature, while we have agreed that the DAPS is per E-RAB. They are not in the same level, so it is not clear how to fall back to MBB if DAPS for a DRB fails. So it is preferred not to fallback to Rel-14 MBB in X2AP. 
Proposal 4): Not to introduce “fallback to Rel-14 MBB” in X2AP.  

2.5 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? 

On this issue, DAPS HO is different from legacy HO from CU-UP point of view, e.g., buffer requirement. It would be better to let CU-UP to assist the decision on whether to accept the DAPS HO or not. 
Proposal 5): To let CU-UP assist to decide whether to accept DAPS HO or not.

3. Conclusion
In this contribution, the remaining issues on DAPS handover were further investigated. The following proposals are suggested to RAN3:
Proposal 1): To select option 3, i.e., within HO REQ ACK + as one-shot response for all requested E-RABs, the IE can be extensible.
Proposal 2): To select option 3, i.e., within HO REQ ACK + as one-shot response for all requested DRBs, the IE can be extensible.
Proposal 3): It is not necessary for the target to explicitly indicate in the DAPS Response Info IE, if admitted as classic HO instead.
Proposal 4): Not to introduce “fallback to Rel-14 MBB” in X2AP.  
Proposal 5): To let CU-UP assist to decide whether to accept DAPS HO or not.
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