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1 Introduction

In RAN2#102, it was agreed that

· When RLC max retransmissions are met for a logical channel restricted to one or multiple SCell(s), the information with the report identifies the problematic RLC entity without ambiguity.
· The report on RLC max retransmissions does not include measurement results.
· In the email discussion a majority of companies seemed to want a new RRC message for this indication. Details TBD in common session. 

· If the failure is restricted to the SCG, the information need to be known by the SN, and for other cases the MN. UP session assumes SRB1 and SRB3 would be used accordingly. 

· UP session confirm current behaviour that when RLC max retransmissions are met for a logical channel restricted to PCell or PSCell, RLF or SCG failure is triggered. 
· LCH ID + MCG/SCG Indication is reported
In this contribution, we discuss the left issues for SCell-RLF handling.
2 Discussion
In the current running CR, it is the bearer ID that is reported.

5.6.X.3
Actions related to transmission of PDCP-DuplicationFailureInformation message

The UE shall set the contents of the PDCP-DuplicationFailureInformation message as follows:
1>
if the PDCP-DuplicationFailureInformation is sent due to PDCP duplication failure for a failed DRB:

 
2>
set failedDRB to the identity of the failed DRB;
1>
else if PDCP-DuplicationFailureInformation is sent due to PDCP duplication failure for a failed SRB:

 
2>
set failedSRB to the identity of the failed SRB;
The UE shall submit the PDCP-DuplicationFailureInformation message to lower layers for transmission.

The gap between the RB-ID and the LCH-ID + MCG/SCG indication is when a bearer is configured with two RLC legs, both of which are mapped to SCell only, e.g., for DRB. In this case, if only RB-ID is reported, ambiguity would be caused, i.e., network cannot know whether the problem is at P-leg or S-leg or both.
Observation 1 RB-ID reporting would cause the ambiguity if both RLC legs of DRB are mapped to SCell only.

So it is motivated to align with NR conclusion, and draft-CR is proposed in [2].
Proposal 1 Report the problematic RLC entity in the form of LCH ID + MCG/SCG indication as in NR.

3 Conclusion
Based on the discussion in section 2, we observe:

Observation 1
RB-ID reporting would cause the ambiguity if both RLC legs of DRB are mapped to SCell only.

Therefore, we propose:
Proposal 1
Report the problematic RLC entity in the form of LCH ID + MCG/SCG indication as in NR.
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