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Introduction
There was good progress on DAPS handover over past few RAN4 meetings. There are only couple of open issues left with regards to DAPS handover, which are interruption in intra-frequency DAPS HO during delay 1 and power imbalance side condition during DAPS handover. In this contribution, we provide our views on these two open issues. 
Discussion
In RAN4#94-e, WF [1] is agreed on remaining open issues of DAPS handover. WF regarding interruption requirement is shown Table 1. 
Table 1: Interruption length during Delay 1 of Intra-frequency DAPS handover
	µ
	NR Slot length (ms)
	Interruption length X (slots Note 1)

	0
	1
	[1]

	1
	0.5
	[2]

	2
	0.25 Note 2
	[X]

	Note 1:	The same SCS of source cell and target cell is assumed.
Note 2:	Both source cell and target cell is on FR1.



Value of X is: Option 1: 3 slots or Option 2: 4 slots 
Interruption for DAPS handover during Delay 1 when BWPSource ≥ BWPTarget
Since the scenario under consideration is intra-frequency DAPS handover with both source and target cell in FR1, same SCS for source and target cell and BWPSource ≥ BWPTarget, UE may not need any interruption because UE may not have to perform RF retuning and baseband reconfiguration if the same baseband module is used, as the goal here is to achieve handover robustness and not the power saving. However when UE uses different baseband module for source and target cell, it may need delay to configure target cell baseband module.  When UE uses separate baseband module for source and target cell, we can assume that UE can configure baseband parameters quickly, for example, on the order of Type 1 BWP delay without PDCCH processing and RF retuning, which is around 650us (from previous BWP discussions). Therefore we feel that X can be 3 slots for µ=2.
Proposal 1: Interruption length X=3 slots for Intra-frequency DAPS handover when BWPSource ≥ BWPTarget        

Power Imbalance side condition:
In our understanding from the last meeting discussions, there were roughly three sub issues here, which are:
1. Whether power imbalance to be specified as demod requirement
2. Whether to specify power imbalance in performance part or core part
3. Value of power imbalance
When UE is in DAPS handover region, UE will be receiving from both source and target cell till the source cell is released. At least for the scenario under consideration, where the same RF chain is used, there may be interference of source and target cells in the DAPS handover region. If the interference is high then UE may not be able to decode PDSCH from source and target cells. Though there may be interference from source and target cells, whether UE able to decode PDSCH may depend on many other factors like MCS and channel conditions. Due to this we feel that it should be specified as part of performance discussions. 
Proposal 2: RAN4 to discuss power imbalance for DAPS handover during performance part discussions. 
1. Conclusion
In this contribution we have discussed requirements for intra frequency DAPS handover and made the following proposals:
Proposal 1: Interruption length X=3 slots for Intra-frequency DAPS handover when BWPSource ≥ BWPTarget        
Proposal 2: RAN4 to discuss power imbalance for DAPS handover during performance part discussion 
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