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[bookmark: _Ref165266342]Introduction
In this contributions we provide some our understandings on some of the remaining user plane issues for the DAPS handover, for both the DAPS DRB and the non-DAPS DRB.
Discussion
Multiple Entry PHR
According to the discussion on “Issue 2.3-7: Support of dynamic power sharing” in [1], most companies support to introduce the multiple entry PHR for the DAPS handover. Regarding the detailed specification changes, we think that the MAC may need to introduce a new trigger condition (e.g. addition of the target PCell) for the PHR report of DAPS. If no such trigger condition, the gNB would not be able to know the latest power headroom when the target PCell is added.
Observation 1: The multiple entry PHR should be reported at the addition of the target PCell.
Regarding the detailed PHR format, we consider that the current multiple entry PHR format can be reused with some clarifications.
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Figure 6.1.3.9-1: Multiple Entry PHR MAC CE with the highest ServCellIndex of Serving Cell with configured uplink is less than 8
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Figure 6.1.3.6b-1: Dual Connectivity PHR MAC Control Element


For the PHR report, as the UE has two PCell (i.e. one for the source cell group and one for target cell group), we need to clarify whether the field(s) corresponding to the PCell refers to the source PCell or the target PCell. In the LTE PHR report, we need to further clarify which cell is used for the field “PH (Type 2, PSCell)”.
Observation 2: In the multiple entry PHR of NR, the specification needs to clarify whether the field “PH (Type 1, PCell)” refers to the source PCell or the target PCell.
Observation 3: In the Dual Connectivity PHR of LTE, the specification needs to clarify whether the field “PH (Type 1, PCell)”, the field “PH (Type 2, PCell)” and the field “PH (Type 2, PSCell)” refers to the source PCell or the target PCell.
To reduce the specification impacts, we consider that the target PCell of the DAPS handover can be considered as the PSCell for the PHR report. Then for the PHR report, the UE would have only one PCell which is source PCell of the DAPS handover, and one PSCell which is the target PCell of the DAPS handover.
Proposal 1: The target PCell of the DAPS handover is considered as the PSCell for the PHR report.

PDCP status report for UM DRB
[bookmark: _GoBack]According to the discussion on “Issue 2.2-1: PDCP status report for UL/DL RLC UM in case DAPS is configured”in [1], it seems that most companies wants to have the PDCP status report also for the DL RLC UM DRB. The remaining issue is how the specification is impacted when we introduce such enhancements for the RLC UM. According to the current DRB configuration of RLC UM, the UL RLC UM entity is not configured for the DL only traffic. However in order to send the PDCP status report, the UL RLC UM entity would need to be mandatorily configured even for the DL-only traffic.
Proposal 2: The UL RLC UM entity is always configured when the PDCP status report is configured for the RLC UM DRB. 
Regarding the format of the PDCP status report, we consider that the current PDCP status report of the RLC AM can be re-used for the RLC UM to reduce the specification impact.
Proposal 3: The current PDCP status report format is reused for the RLC UM.

Conclusions
Based on the analysis given above, we have the following observations and proposals:
Observation 1: The multiple entry PHR should be reported at the addition of the target PCell.
Observation 2: In the multiple entry PHR of NR, the specification needs to clarify whether the field “PH (Type 1, PCell)” refers to the source PCell or the target PCell.
Observation 3: In the Dual Connectivity PHR of LTE, the specification needs to clarify whether the field “PH (Type 1, PCell)”, the field “PH (Type 2, PCell)” and the field “PH (Type 2, PSCell)” refers to the source PCell or the target PCell.
Proposal 1: The target PCell of the DAPS handover is considered as the PSCell for the PHR report.
Proposal 2: The UL RLC UM entity is always configured when the PDCP status report is configured for the RLC UM DRB. 
Proposal 3: The current PDCP status report format is reused for the RLC UM.
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