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1
Introduction
In last meetings, the paper [1] present the ambiguity issue for CSI-RS measurement on SCG failure measurement reporting. RAN2 discussed it and the online agreement is as following:
=>
This issue will not be fixed for EN-DC. Can still consider whether to fix it for NR-NR-DC

This paper attempts to discuss the issue in NR-DC and provide the solution.
2
Discussion
In NR-DC, measurements can be configured independently by the MN and by the SN. Although RAN2 has not agreed the details for SCG failure reporting, in our understanding, the UE may report the available results of measurements on NR frequencies the UE is configured to measure according to the measConfig of SN. Also the UE may report the available results of measurements on NR frequencies the UE is configured to measure according to the measConfig of MN. When the UE reports the SCG failure, the MN handles the SCG Failure Information message and may decide to keep, change, or release the SN/SCG. In all the cases, the measurement results according to the SN configuration and the SCG failure type may be forwarded to the old SN and/or to the new SN. In our understanding, the MN can decide to keep, change, or release the SN/SCG based on the available measurement results corresponding with the measConfig of MN. Based on the measurement results in the SCG failure reporting, the target SN can decide the PScell and other SCG Scells and provide the new SCG radio resource configuration.
Observation 1: For the SCG failure, the UE will report the available measurement results corresponding with the measConfig of MN and the available measurement results corresponding with the measConfig of SN.
As to the ambiguity issue for CSI-RS measurement, three solutions can be considered: 
Solution 1: Include startPRB (and noofPRB) to the reporting for each CSI-RS based cell measurement

Solution 2: Include measID to the reporting for CSI-RS based cell measurement

Solution 3: Leave it up to network implementation
Solution 1 provides detailed information about the exact CSI-RS which was reported but it has significant overhead as it is adding additional parameters per reported cell. 

In solution 2, in order to understand the results, the MN and SN need to know the full measurement configuration from the SN where the UE encountered the failure. It means that this solution has more overhead.
As to solution 3, firstly, in our understanding, the MN and SN may configure the measurement of SN frequency based on the SSB. Then MN and SN can know how to deal with the SCG failure using the measurement results of SSB. Secondary, we think the measurement with the same refFreqCSI-RS and PCI with different startPRB is mostly for the different BWPs in the same cell. The MN and the SN only need know the best measurement quality of the cell, then they can decide which BWP is better according to their RRM algorithm. Thirdly, the network can ensures that there is no such ambiguity for a serving or neighbour cell measurement when it configure the measurement, e.g. by using different values of refFreqCSI-RS.  In the last, RAN2 has agreed that this issue will not be fixed in EN-DC, we think the solution should be the same in NR-DC. 
Proposal: It is up to network implementation to avoid ambiguities for CSI-RS measurement results in SCG failure report.
3
Conclusions
Based on the discussion in this paper, we propose the following:

Observation 1: For the SCG failure, the UE will report the available measurement results corresponding with the measConfig of MN and the available measurement results corresponding with the measConfig of SN.
Proposam: It is up to network implementation to avoid ambiguities for CSI-RS measurement results in SCG failure report.
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