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1   Introduction
In RAN2 NR AH1801 meeting, the MeNB handling upon reception of SCG failure reporting from UE was discussed and some agreements were achieved as followings. An LS [1] on measurement result forwarding from the MN to SN at SCG failure was sent to RAN3.
Agreements

1a: Inter-node RRC message, SCG-ConfigInfo, is used to forward the NR measurement results according to SN configuration and failure type from the MN to the old SN and/or new SN.

1b: From RAN2 point of view it is feasible for the X2 RRC Transfer message to forward failure type from the MN to the old (current) SN. 

2: SCG-ConfigInfo can be included in the SgNB release request in addition to SgNB modification request and SgNB addition request. 

In this contribution, we will discussion how to capture the RAN2 agreement from RAN3 perspective and some related proposals will be provided.
2   Discussion

As captured in the LS, RAN2 has 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, i.e., SCG-ConfigInfo. It means that from RAN3 perspective, there is no need to introduce new interface IEs. However, RAN2 listed two possible alternatives for RAN3:
Alt1: Capture the SCG-ConfigInfo in the existing SgNB addition/modification/release request messages.
Alt2: Capture the SCG-ConfigInfo in X2 RRC transfer message.

With regard to Alt2, the intention was to let SgNB make decision to handle the SCG failure. However, as described in this LS, it could be understood that the MN may be still the one to decide whether to keep, change or release the SN or not.
If Alt2 is selected, the SgNB decides whether to trigger SgNB modification/change/release based on the detailed failure type. And the related required messages will be sent to MeNB, then MeNB can make the final decision.
It is obvious that MeNB is the decision maker in both alternatives. When compared with Alt1, Alt2 may lead to longer signalling procedure. Therefore, we propose RAN3 to adapt Alt2 for the purpose of SCG failure handling.
Proposal 1: RAN3 agrees to reuse the SgNB Addition/Modification/Release Request messages to transfer SCG failure information from MeNB to en-gNB.
In fact, the SCG-ConfigInfo is already in the SgNB Addition/Modification Request messages. To support the SCG failure handling, RAN3 only needs to add the SCG-ConfigInfo to SgNB Release Request message.

Proposal 2: Add SCG-ConfigInfo to the SgNB Release Request message.

Although the LS from RAN2 discussed the EN-DC case, the SCG failure handling can be applied for both EN-DC and MR-DC under 5GC, i.e., Option 4 and Option 7. Therefore, similar specification impact should be captured in Xn as well.
Proposal 3: P1 and P2 apply for both X2 and Xn specifications.
3   Conclusion
Based on the discussion in this paper, we propose to capture RAN2 agreement from RAN3 perspective. The detailed proposals are:
Proposal 4: RAN3 agrees to reuse the SgNB Addition/Modification/Release Request messages to transfer SCG failure information from MeNB to en-gNB.
Proposal 5: Add SCG-ConfigInfo to the SgNB Release Request message.

Proposal 6: P1 and P2 apply for both X2 and Xn specifications.

Corresponding CR/pCR to TS 36.423 and 38.423 are in [2][3].
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