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1 Introduction
Contents of the HO successful report was discussed in RAN2#113bis e-meeting, and the following conclusion were made [1]. 
At least the following triggering conditions are applied for generating an HO Success Report in the case that the HO succeeds:

a.
The UE logs the HO success report if, while doing HO, T310 value exceeds a threshold

b.
The UE logs the HO success report if, while doing HO, T312 value exceeds a threshold

c.
The UE logs the HO success report if, while doing HO, T304 exceeds a threshold

d.
In case of DAPS, if the UE gets an RLF in the source while doing DAPS.
3
The following radio related measurements are as part of the successful HO report:

a.
Latest radio measurement results of the candidate target cells in the case of conditional HO. FFS best cell(s) should be included in.

b.
Flag to indicate RLF issues in source cell during DAPS HO
4
The following time-related measurements are as part of the successful HO report:

a.
Time elapsed between the CHO execution towards the target cell and the corresponding latest CHO configuration received for the selected target cell

5
Location information is included as part of the successful HO report.

And in last RAN2#115 e-meeting, RAN2 further agreed to introduce UP measurements related information for successful handover report as below [2]:
Agreement:

1
UP measurements for Successful Handover Report will be introduced as RAN3 required. FFS the details.

In the contribution, we further provide some considerations on the contents of successful handover report in DAPS case and DC case.
2 Discussion
· Successful HO report for DAPS
The purpose of the successful HO report is to provide more information to the network to further optimize the HO related parameters even if the HO is successfully performed. Thus the successful HO report should be triggered if there is something not desired happened during the handover. 

RAN2 has agreed that UE can trigger an SHR if the UE gets an RLF in the source while doing DAPS. This is reasonable because if RLF occurs during a running T304, there would be interruption for data transmission, then the benefit of configuring DAPS for this HO is lost. Then similarly for the case that RLF for source is not declared during DAPS handover, as T310 has been running for a certain while, it may lead to data interruption even if no source RLF is declared. That means in this case, the benefit of DAPS handover is also lost to some extent.
Therefore, the information of such case (e.g. the T310 running status at RA completion) should be included in the successful HO report, so that the network can get knowledge of the source link situation during the DAPS, and may decide to adjust the DAPS HO parameters to avoid bad source link situation for a DAPS handover. 
Proposal 1: the T310 running status corresponding to source cell at the time of DAPS handover completion (e.g. MAC completes the RA procedure) is included in successful HO report.
As listed in the agreements above, RAN2 has agreed to include a flag to indicate RLF issues in source cell during DAPS HO. In our understanding, the detail of the flag is still FFS. 
Firstly, we think it is beneficial to indicate the RLF cause of the source RLF in the successful HO report. The network may determine the root cause of the RLF by using this information, which is helpful for further adjustment of parameters in DAPS case. In another aspect, during the RLF-report discussion for DAPS, RAN2 has agreed to included this source RLF cause in RLF-report. With similar consideration, it is proposed to also include the source RLF cause in successful HO report.
Proposal 2: UE includes RLF cause of the source RLF in successful HO report for DAPS HO.

Secondly, in a DAPS handover, in case RLF of source cell happens, it leads to undesired data interruption. We believe that this information of such interruption should be learnt by the network side, e.g. the time elapsed from DAPS HO execution to RLF in source cell. Based on the time when the source cell RLF occurs during the whole handover procedure, the network can know how long the interruption is, and decides to what extent some of the HO parameters can be adjusted. 
Proposal 3: UE includes the time elapsed from DAPS HO execution to RLF in source cell in successful HO report for DAPS HO.
· Successful HO report in Dual connectivity case
In case that dual connectivity is configured for a UE, the network can deliver the handover command via the SCG link to the UE. For example, if the MCG link is not good, the network may decide to send the handover via SCG link by configured split SRB1 or via both MCG link and SCG link by duplication mode of split SRB1. The handover reliability in such case is improved comparing with the handovers without dual connectivity configured. This seems different from normal handover without DC scenario. Then whether the successful HO report in dual connectivity case should be considered or not can be discussed.
Proposal 4: RAN2 discusses whether dual connectivity case should be considered or not for successful HO report.
3 Conclusion 
In this contribution, we mainly discussed the triggering conditions and the contents of successful HO report for DAPS handover, and propose the following: 
Proposal 1: the T310 running status corresponding to source cell at the time of DAPS handover completion (e.g. MAC completes the RA procedure) is included in successful HO report.
Proposal 2: UE includes RLF cause of the source RLF in successful HO report for DAPS HO.

Proposal 3: UE includes the time elapsed from DAPS HO execution to RLF in source cell in successful HO report for DAPS HO.
Proposal 4: RAN2 discusses whether dual connectivity case should be considered or not for successful HO report.
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