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1 Introduction
In last RAN3 meeting, there are some initial discussions on how MN node forwards the SCG failure information and it is proposed to wait for RAN2 decision. In this contribution, we make further analysis based on the LS from RAN2 and give our proposals accordingly. 
2 Discussion
In the LS from RAN2, the description on how to transfer the measurement result and failure type is as follows:

RAN2 agreed to provide the measurement results available according to current measurement configuration of the SN and failure type from the MN to the old SN and /or the new SN using Inter-node RRC message, SCG-ConfigInfo. The message is used by the MN to request the SN to perform establishment, modification or release of SCG. SCG-ConfigInfo can already be included in SgNB addition request and SgNB modification request. RAN2 understands that the implication for this agreement is to enable the inclusion of SCG-ConfigInfo in the SgNB release Request.

In addition, from RAN2 point of view, it is feasible for the X2 RRC Transfer message to forward failure type and measurement result from the MN to the old (current) SN. 
According to the first paragraph, RAN2 has agreed to include the measurement results and failure type into the inter-node RRC message i.e. SCG-ConfigInfo. It is already captured in 37.340 that MN may decide to keep, change, or release the SN/SCG in case of SCG failure. The behaviour of MN could be as follows:
Case 1: MN decides to keep the SN/SCG. In this case, MN may use SgNB Modification Request message to inform SN that SCG failure happens.SN may decide to perform Pscell change afterwards.
Case 2: MN decides to change the SN/SCG. In this case, MN would first initiate SgNB Addition procedure towards the target node and then initiate SgNB Release procedure towards the failure SN.

Case 3: MN decides to release the SN/SCG. In this case, MN would just initiate SgNB Release procedure towards the failure SN. 
To support the above 3 cases, measurement results and failure type which is included in the inter-node RRC message SCG-Configinfo should be contained in SgNB Modification Request message, SgNB Addition Request message and SgNB Release Request message as suggested by RAN2.Since SgNB Modification Request message and SgNB Addition Request message already include SCG-Configinfo IE, we need to introduce SCG-Configinfo IE in SgNB Release Request message.

Besides, for case 1, MN just forwards the SCG failure related information to SN, it is SN to decide whether PScell change should be performed or not. If SN decides to implement Pscell change, it would include the corresponding SCG-Config in SgNB Modification Request Acknowledge message. At the same time, since Pscell change happens in SN node, PDCP data recovery needs to be performed in MN node. However, there is no PDCP data recovery indication in SgNB Modification Request Ack message, it is proposed to introduce PDCP change indication IE in this message.     

Proposal1: It is proposed to introduce SCG-Configinfo IE in SgNB Release Request message. 
Proposal2: It is proposed to introduce PDCP change indication IE in SgNB Modification Request ACK message.
In the LS, RAN2 also think it is feasible for the X2 RRC Transfer message to forward failure type and measurement result from the MN to the old (current) SN. From our point of view, since including SCG-Configinfo IE in SgNB Modification Request message, SgNB Addition Request message and SgNB Release Request message has already covered all scenarios, it is not necessary to introduce the failure type IE in RRC Transfer message.
Proposal 3: It is not necessary to introduce failure type IE in RRC Transfer message.

3  Conclusion

Based on the discussion in section 2, we have the following proposals:
Proposal1: It is proposed to introduce SCG-Configinfo IE in SgNB Release Request message.
Proposal2: It is proposed to introduce PDCP change indication IE in SgNB Modification Request ACK message.
Proposal 3: It is not necessary to introduce failure type IE in RRC Transfer message.

The CR is provided in [1].
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