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1. Overall Description:
RAN2 thanks RAN1 for their LS on NR-DC uplink power control in R1-2001421.
In the LS, RAN1 asks whether the mentioned NR-DC uplink power control working assumption has any negative impacts for NR-DC operation from RAN2’s point of view. More specifically, RAN1 wonders whether the MN does not know exact SCG configurations in some cases. 

RAN2 answer: 
When SN sends RRCReconfigureration to the UE via MN, the current spec does not constraint the MN to acquire the information in it (i.e., SCG configuration) for inter-node configuration coordination purpose. Besides, MN can also query the SCG configuration from SN, and SN can respond to the query by including the current SCG configuration of the UE in scg-CellGroupConfig IE in the inter-node message. 
As t SN can directly send SCG configuration to the UE via SRB3, MN does not know when SN will (re)configure the SCG configuration, thus MN may not timely query the SCG configuration from SN to derive the T_offset. In this case, RAN2 also discusses to further support that sending scg-CellGroupConfig IE in CG-Config can be triggered by SN to provide SCG configuration to MN when  of SN is changed due to SCG reconfiguration. 

2. Actions:
To RAN1:
[bookmark: OLE_LINK17]ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully asks RAN1 to take the above RAN2 feedback into account.

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG2 Meetings:
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #110-e	01 -12 Jun 2020					Online
[bookmark: _GoBack]TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #111	24 -28 Aug 2020				Toulouse, FR
