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1. Introduction
At RAN2#107bis [1], the following agreements were reached on MCG fast recovery:
Agreements
1. Fast PCell recovery via SCell is not introduced in Rel-16.
2. We add no functionality for optimized RRC re-establishment to SN RAT in Rel-16
3. No further mechanisms are introduced to resolve outstanding UL/DL RRC deadlock messages situation upon the triggering of MCG failure recovery
4. For MCG fast recovery via SRB3, the MCGFailureInformation message in UL is encapsulated in the ULInformationTransferMRDC message
5. A new RRC message, i.e., DLInformationTransferMRDC, is introduced in order to allow the SN to encapsulate (for SRB3) the MN response (i.e., RRCReconfiguration or RRCRelease message) to be send to the UE
6. The RRC procedure on these encapsulated messages are the same as if they had been received by SRB1
7. When receiving a MN RRCRelease message encapsulated within an SN RRC message via SRB3, the UE does not send any complete message
8. Split SRB1 is always used for the transmission of the MCGFailureInformation message. SRB3 is used only if split SRB1 is not configured
9. MCG failure recovery can be configured by the network.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]In this contribution, we discuss the configuration of MCG fast recovery.
2. Discussion
At RAN2#107bis, we have agreed that MCG failure recovery can be configured by the network. But it still leaves open issues for who (i.e. MN or SN) and how to configure the MCG fast recovery.
In case split SRB1 is configured, it’s clear that the MN can directly determine whether MCG fast recovery is allowed or not since the MCG failure information message is transparent to the SN and it’s up to the MN to handle the MCG failure information. Thus, it’s clear that the MN is responsible for MCG fast recovery and can directly indicate whether MCG fast recovery is allowed or not. 
However, in case split SRB1 is not configured, the MN may be not aware of the existence of SRB3. Given that SRB3 based MCG fast recovery requires some extra work on SN side (e.g. encapsulate MCG failure information message and MCG failure response message into SN RRC messages and then transfer them to/from MN), the SN should determine whether SRB3 based MCG fast recovery is enabled or not. But considering the MN plays the main role in handling MCG failure, it’s possible that the SN can support that but the MN can not support. Thus, the SN should transfer an indication to the MN to indicate whether SRB3 based MCG fast recovery is allowed by the SN. Then the MN can configure whether MCG fast recovery is allowed, with the assistant information from the SN.
Proposal 1: It’s up to the MN to configure whether MCG fast recovery is allowed or not, with the indication from the SN for the allowance of SRB3 based MCG fast recovery. 
Another question is whether the SN indication is a node-specific indication (i.e. directly included in the X2/Xn signaling) or a UE-specific indication (i.e. included in the CG-Config message). Although SRB3 is some kind of UE specific configuration, the allowance of SRB3 based MCG fast recovery is the node-specific function. In order to avoid frequency signaling transfer between X2/Xn and Uu interface to reconfigure the enable of MCG fast recovery in case of the addition/release of SRB3, the SN can indicate whether SRB3 based MCG fast recovery is allowed or not in the SN addition procedure (i.e. an IE included in the SN Addition Request Acknowledge message). 
Observation 1: The SN indication for the allowance of SRB3 based MCG fast recovery should be node-specific indication to avoid frequency signaling transfer between X2/Xn and Uu interface in case of the addition/release of SRB3.  
Proposal 2: Send an LS to RAN3 to request them to define an indication in the SN Addition Request Acknowledge message to indicate whether SRB3 based MCG fast recovery is allowed or not.
Besides, considering the DC configuration is some kind of UE-specific configuration, the indication of MCG fast recovery from the MN should also be UE-specific. Thus, the MN can indicate whether MCG fast recovery is allowed or not via dedicated RRC signaling (i.e. add an indicator in the RRCReconfiguration/RRCConnectionReconfiguration message).
Proposal 3: The MN can configure whether MCG fast recovery is allowed or not via dedicated RRC signaling.
3. Conclusion and proposals
In this contribution, we discuss the configuration of MCG fast recovery with the following proposals:
Proposal 1: It’s up to the MN to configure whether MCG fast recovery is allowed or not, with the indication from the SN for the allowance of SRB3 based MCG fast recovery. 
Observation 1: The SN indication for the allowance of SRB3 based MCG fast recovery should be node-specific indication to avoid frequency signaling transfer between X2/Xn and Uu interface in case of the addition/release of SRB3.  
Proposal 2: Send an LS to RAN3 to request them to define an indication in the SN Addition Request Acknowledge message to indicate whether SRB3 based MCG fast recovery is allowed or not.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 3: The MN can configure whether MCG fast recovery is allowed or not via dedicated RRC signaling.
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