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1	Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc474247438]At RAN3 #107-e meeting, an indication was agreed to inform the source whether the target accepted the HO as a DAPS HO, or as a classic HO. Here, we discuss the content of the indication.
2	Introduction
In the BL CR to X2AP, the fallback indicator has 3 values: “DAPS HO accepted”, “fallback to legacy HO” and “fallback to Rel14 MBB”. 
Fallback to legacy HO:
The first problem is the naming – there is no “legacy” HO, because a classic HO exists and is still used. Second issue concerns the usage: the DAPS Response Information IE must be optional for backward-compatibility reasons. And also, for backward-compatibility reasons, an acknowledgement of a HO request without the indication means the target accepted a classic HO (perhaps, because it does not understand DAPS request – the indication in the request is “ignore”). Therefore, the “fallback to legacy HO” code is not needed – it is redundant with not including the flag at all.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 1: The redundant “fallback to legacy HO” code is removed to maintain functional backward-compatibility of the HO procedure.
Fallback to Rel14 MBB:
This is valid response from the target – there is no other way to indicate that the target intends to accept the HO as a Rel.14 MBB HO. However, the question is: is it needed at all? 
First, it seems that a scenario where the target understands DAPS request, rejects it, but then is able to accept Rel.14 MBB HO (which is considered rather rare in real world…) is a good candidate for “the most corner case scenario prise”. Also, the procedure is faulty: the target does not know if the source supports Rel.14 MBB (as written already, it is a rare feature). Of course, over the course of the work on the mobility enhancements it was proposed to enable such indication from the source, but it was not accepted in RAN3. This, however, blocks further work on the fallback to Rel14 – if the source does not support MBB HO, it has to cancel the HO altogether – it can’t start a classic HO. Therefore, this code actually slows down the HO procedure instead of improving it.
Proposal 2: The “fallback to Rel14 MBB” code is removed so that the DAPS HO is not blocked when the source does not support MBB HO.
3	Text proposal
The proposed change is implemented on the BL CR for XnAP [R3-201449].
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9.2.y	DAPS Response Information
The DAPS Response Indicator IE indicates that the response to a requested DAPS Handover.
	IE/Group Name
	Presence
	Range
	IE type and reference
	Semantics description

	DAPS Response Indicator
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (DAPS HO accepted, …)
	Indicates if the DAPS Handover is accepted
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DAPSInfo-ExtIEs X2AP-PROTOCOL-EXTENSION ::= {
	...
}
DAPSResponseInfo ::= SEQUENCE {
	dapsresponseindicator					ENUMERATED {dapshoaccepted,...},
	iE-Extensions				ProtocolExtensionContainer { { DAPSResponseInfo-ExtIEs} } OPTIONAL,
	...
}

DAPSResponseInfo-ExtIEs X2AP-PROTOCOL-EXTENSION ::= {
	...
}
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