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1 Introduction 
This contribution summarizes email discussion [105-e-NR-MobEnh-01] that took place during RAN1 #105-e. 
[105-e-NR-MobEnh-01] Email discussion/approval on R1-2105834 until May 24 - Daewon (Intel) 

2 Summary of Discussion 
There is only one submitted contribution for NR mobility enhancement, R1-2105834 [1]. The submitted contribution is a draft CR. Moderator asks companies to provide comments and input on the draft CR, which provides correction to UE capability RRC parameter. 
	[bookmark: _Toc29894874][bookmark: _Toc29899173][bookmark: _Toc29899591][bookmark: _Toc29917327][bookmark: _Toc36498201][bookmark: _Toc45699229][bookmark: _Toc66974107]15	Dual active protocol stack based handover
----- omitted ------
For DAPS handover that is not intra-frequency, if
-	the UE does not indicate support of interFreqUL-TransCancellationDAPS-r16ul-TransCancellationDAPS, and
-	UE does not indicate a capability for power sharing between source and target MCG in DAPS handover or the UE is not provided with uplinkPowerSharingDAPS-Mode, 
the UE does not expect transmissions on the target and source cell in overlapping time resources.
For DAPS handover that is not intra-frequency, if
-	the UE indicates support of interFreqUL-TransCancellationDAPS-r16ul-TransCancellationDAPS, and
-	UE does not indicate a capability for power sharing between source and target MCG in DAPS handover or the UE is not provided with uplinkPowerSharingDAPS-Mode, and 
-	UE transmissions on the target cell and the source cell are in overlapping time resources, 
----- omitted ------



2.1 First Round Discussions 
Feedback Form 1: Is the changes in R1-2105834 agreeable? 
1 – Intel 
agree 
2 – Oy LM Ericsson AB 
agree 
3 – Huawei Technologies Sweden AB 
The change is purely RRC parameter alignment. We are fine with this change but it should be editor alignment CR. We suggest agreeing this change but not approve the individual CR and send the agreed change to editor. 
4 – Apple Computer Trading Co. Ltd 
Agree 
5 – ZTE Corporation 
We are fine with the change and we think Jinhuan’s suggestion is better. It should be editor alignment CR. 
6 – Qualcomm Incorporated 
Agree with the changes. 
7 – Nokia Germany 
Agree with the proposed changes. 
8 – Samsung Electronics Co. 
Agree with the changes. 
Summary of first round discussion: 
All commented companies agree with the changes. Two companies commented that this should be included as part of the alignment CR. 

2.2 Second Round Discussions 
Moderator suggest the following: 
· Suggest to agree the draft CR in principle. Agree to include the contents of the CR as part of alignment CR for TS38.213. 
Feedback Form 2: Agree R1-2105834 in principle to include in alignment CR for TS38.213? 
1 – Intel 
Agree 
2 – Huawei Technologies Sweden AB 
ok 
3 – Samsung Electronics Co. 
Agree 
4 – Nokia Germany 
Agree 

3 Conclusion of Discussion 
The following was agreed over email by Chairman. 
Agreement: 
The draft CR R1-2105834 is endorsed in principle and it is agreed to include the contents of the CR as part of alignment CR for TS38.213. 

4 Reference 
[1] R1-2105834, “Correction to DAPS HO,” Ericsson




