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Introduction
In the last RAN2 #109e meeting, there were many discussions about UE capabilities, and a lot of agreements were achieved. However, there is still no consensus about “Proposal 14: Further discussion on whether same as legacy HO, in HO preparation procedure, source only provides a single source configuration to target.” and “ Proposal 17: Consider in next meeting that to support dynamic power sharing whether the UE needs to report the PH value of Pcell of one MAC entity to the another MAC entity during DAPS HO and how.” in [1]. Consequently, it was decided that the proposals are postponed to next meeting in April. And in the email discussion [post109e#11][MOB][3], the issues are still up in the air. 
Hence, in this contribution, we will provide further considerations on the network coordination and PHR report for DAPS HO procedure.
Discussion
Regarding the first issue above, there are two options as follows:
Option 1: source can provide both original and downgrade source configuration to target;
Option 2: source only provide a single source configuration as legacy;

During the email discussion, 7 companies prefer opt.1, while 9 companies prefer opt.2. In our view, the both original and downgrade source configuration should be supported, and the final method should provide the target with the ability to fall back to the original HO. During the traditional handover procedure, the source and the target generate their own configurations separately.
However, for the DAPS HO, since the UE needs to maintain simultaneous connections with both source and target, in order to ensure that the capabilities of the UE is not exceeded, coordinated configuration on the NW side is required. Meanwhile, considering that DAPS HO may fall back to legacy HO, the NW side should provide such capabilities. Therefore, it is more efficient to support both source configuration as alternatives, and the eventual choice could be left to the network side for implementation.
Proposal 1: We suggest to support both original and downgrade source configurations, and the eventual choice could be left to the network side for implementation.

Another left CP issue is whether to support PHR report in another node or not. There are three options to be considered as follows:
Option 1: reuse LTE and NR PHR MAC CE (NR: Multiple Entry PHR MAC CE in Figure 6.1.3.9-1; LTE: DC PHR MAC CE in Figure 6.1.3.6b-1;)
Option 2: new MAC CE to support PHR reporting in another node;
Option 3: do not support PHR reporting in another node;

The current discussion in the email report [3] turns out that 8 companies favor option 1, while 6 companies prefer option 3. Considering that RAN1 has already reached the agreement to support dynamic power sharing. If two nodes are not allowed to directly or indirectly acquire each other's PH value, power sharing may not be implemented during DAPS. And if the PH value is not sent directly from the source to the target, another compromise option can be considered by the UE, taking into account the power consumption of the source when reporting the PH value to the target. In addition, considering the impact on the specification, it is not recommended to introduce a new MAC CE. Since RAN2 has already agreed no SCell during DAPS HO, the existing PHR MAC CE should be enough.
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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


Figure 6.1.3.6b-1: Dual Connectivity PHR MAC Control Element

[bookmark: _Hlk32335261]Proposal 2: Two nodes could be allowed to directly or indirectly acquire each other's PH value to implement power sharing during DAPS HO.
Proposal 3: Considering the impact on the specification, it is not preferred to introduce a new PHR MAC CE.
Conclusion
Based on the discussions mentioned above, in this contribution we provide some discussions on the network coordination and PHR report and have the following proposals:
Proposal 1: We suggest to support both original and downgrade source configurations, and the eventual choice could be left to the network side for implementation.
Proposal 2: Two nodes could be allowed to directly or indirectly acquire each other's PH value to implement power sharing during DAPS HO.
Proposal 3: Considering the impact on the specification, it is not preferred to introduce a new PHR MAC CE.
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