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Discussion and decision
1 Discussion
In RAN2#106, after long discussion, following agreements were made for LTE mobility robustness [1] based on [2], [3]. 
Solution to support (multiple choices allowed) 

Dual active with specified capability coordination (as per R2-1905892): 11

Dual active without specified capability coordination (as per R2-1907105): 7

Single active (option 0): 7

Single active (option 1): 7

Single active (option 2): 8

Objects to solution (multiple choices allowed) 

Dual active with specified capability coordination (as per R2-1905892): 6

Dual active without specified capability coordination (as per R2-1907105): 8

Single active (option 0): 12

Single active (option 1): 12

Single active (option 2): 12

Proposed agreement:

· We will not specify single active protocol stack solution (option 0/1/2)

Proposed agreement:

· We will specify dual active with specified capability coordination that does not have to be utilized by the network. FFS how/whether we will specify the rules for UE when capability coordination is not utilized, and UE capabilities are exceeded (we may leave this up to UE implementation).

Agreements

1
We will not specify single active protocol stack solution (option 0/1/2)

2
We will specify dual active with specified capability coordination that does not have to be utilized by the network. FFS how/whether we will specify the rules for UE when capability coordination is not utilized and UE capabilities are exceeded (we may leave this up to UE implementation).
It would be good to check whether these agreements are also applicable for NR since these aspects are same, in order to save online time. 

Proposal 1: Ask RAN2 to confirm, whether below agreements for LTE interruption reduction is also applicable for NR.
Agreements

1
We will not specify single active protocol stack solution (option 0/1/2)

2
We will specify dual active with specified capability coordination that does not have to be utilized by the network. FFS how/whether we will specify the rules for UE when capability coordination is not utilized and UE capabilities are exceeded (we may leave this up to UE implementation).
In addition, during LTE discussion, we realized that the agreements in NR is not very accurate, the feedback on DL data transmission in source side is missing. 
Agreements

1
PDCP packet duplication does not need to be supported in combination with the HO interruption solution (but doesn't preclude that it might be possible to support it and it may be beneficial in some cases)

2
Simultaneous UL PUSCH transmission does not need to be supported for the HO interruption solution. 

3
There is a point in time where the UL PUSCH switches from source to target.

We propose to add the clarification as:

Proposal 2: After the first UL grant is received in the target cell, data transmission in the UL only occurs in the target (while ACK/NACKs for DL data transmission could still be transmitted in the source)..
2 Conclusion

Proposal 1: Ask RAN2 to confirm, whether below agreements for LTE interruption reduction is also applicable for NR.
Agreements

1
We will not specify single active protocol stack solution (option 0/1/2)

2
We will specify dual active with specified capability coordination that does not have to be utilized by the network. FFS how/whether we will specify the rules for UE when capability coordination is not utilized and UE capabilities are exceeded (we may leave this up to UE implementation).
Proposal 2: After the first UL grant is received in the target cell, data transmission in the UL only occurs in the target (while ACK/NACKs for DL data transmission could still be transmitted in the source)..
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