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1. Introduction
In RAN1 and RAN2 discussions on DAPS for UEs configured with CA or mTRP, there is a risk of inconsistent decisions that would put a significant burden on UE implementation and network overhead. Progress on handling mTRP+DAPS was stalled in RAN1 due to the dependency on RAN2 discussions. This paper proposes to settle the key issues in RAN plenary in order to avoid a potential blockage in RAN WGs.  
2. Discussion
In order to keep reasonable UE complexity to support DAPS, RAN2 agreed that a UE is not expected to operate in both CA and DAPS at the same time, i.e. Scells are released during DAPS as illustrated in Fig. 1. RAN2 is further discussing the exact mechanism to release Scells when configured with DAPS. In general, two approaches are possible:

· Approach 1: Rely on network to send explicit RRC message to release Scells before configuring DAPS HO to the UE;

· Approach 2: Specify default UE behaviour to release Scells if a UE is configured with CA is also configured with DAPS HO.

In RAN1 #102e meeting, it was discussed whether a UE should be able to operate with mTRP and DAPS at the same time. Although the underlying consideration for mTRP + DAPS is similar to that of CA + DAPS from UE complexity point of view, RAN1 was not able to agree that a UE is not expected to operate in both mTRP and DAPS at the same time. The lack of such RAN1 conclusion will heavily limit the applicability of DAPS or mTRP, since it is challenging for UEs to support DAPS and mTRP at the same time while standard does not exclude such combination. Consequently, UEs may have to report that it either does not support DAPS or does not support mTRP, just to avoid the possible simultaneous operations of mTRP and DAPS. Therefore, it is proposed that the handling of mTRP + DAPS should be made similar to that of CA + DAPS, i.e.
Proposal 1: UE is not expected to operate in both mTRP and DAPS at the same time.
An illustration of UE behaviour according to proposal 1 is shown in Figure 2. Assuming proposal 1 is agreed, RAN1/RAN2 should further discuss how to avoid UE to simultaneously operate mTRP and DAPS. Similar to CA + DAPS, two general approaches are possible: 
· Approach A: Rely on network to send explicit RRC message to de-configure mTRP operation before configuring DAPS HO to the UE;

· Approach B: Specify default UE behaviour to fall back to single-TRP operation if a UE is configured with mTRP is also configured with DAPS HO. 
It is noted that Approach 1 (for CA + DAPS) and Approach A (for mTRP + DAPS) will lead to unnecessarily high RRC reconfiguration overhead, considering the high probability of UEs in real networks configured with CA or mTRP operations. Therefore, the following is proposed. 
Proposal 2: RAN tasks RAN1/RAN2 to specify a mechanism that does not rely on explicit RRC de-configuration of CA or mTRP for a UE when configuring DAPS HO for the UE.
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3. Conclusions
This contribution discusses the handling of simultaneous operation of mTRP and DAPS, as well as that of CA and DAPS. The following two proposals are made:
Proposal 1: UE is not expected to operate in both mTRP and DAPS at the same time.
Proposal 2: RAN tasks RAN1/RAN2 to specify a mechanism that does not rely on explicit RRC de-configuration of CA or mTRP for a UE when configuring DAPS HO for the UE.
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Fig. � SEQ Fig. \* ARABIC �2�: mTRP fall back to sTRP during DAPS
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Fig. � SEQ Fig. \* ARABIC �1�: Scell release during DAPS
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