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1. Introduction
In RAN2#113bis-e meeting, the summary of the corresponding agenda item was provided in [1], while there was no conclusion for it due to lack of time.
	MN/SN triggered SCG activation
Proposal 1: SN can accept or reject the SCG activation request from MN. Detailed signaling is up to RAN3.
Proposal 1.1: Confirm MN initiated SCG activation without SN involvement is not supported.
Proposal 2: SN can trigger SCG activation. Inform RAN3 that it is possible to use SN-initiated SN modification procedure, and it is also possible to send Activity Notification if SN wants. 
Proposal 3: MN can accept or reject the SCG activation request from SN. Detailed signaling is up to RAN3. 

UE triggered SCG activation
Proposal 4: SCG bearer is supported while SCG is deactivated.
Proposal 5: UE can trigger SCG activation request in following cases.
•	Arrival of UL data for SCG bearer.
•	MCG failure while SCG is deactivated.
•	FFS on arrival of UL data for split bearer with SCG as primary path. 
•	FFS on arrival of UL data for split bearer with total data volume exceeds the threshold. 
Proposal 6: UE can trigger SCG activation by:
[bookmark: _GoBack]•	Solution 1: Triggering RACH towards PSCell (if configured by network).
o	FFS whether SR can be used instead of RACH (e.g. when TAT is running).
•	Solution 2: Sending indication to MN, and wait for SCG activation command from MN.
o	Solution 2 is applied when solution 1 is not configured by network. 
o	FFS whether the indication is explicit RRC message, or UP based mechanism.
Proposal 7: For solution 1 in Proposal 6, network cannot reject the SCG activation request from UE. 
Proposal 8: For solution 2 in Proposal 6, network can accept or reject the SCG activation request from UE, FFS on the signaling.

Form of SCG activation command
Proposal 9.1: Discuss in RAN2 whether to specify reduced RRC processing delay for SCG activation (in case there is no or limited change of SCG configuration). 
Proposal 9.2: Discuss in RAN2 whether to send LS to RAN4 about the possibility of specifying reduced Tprocessing for SCG activation (in case the cell or frequency of PSCell does not change).
Proposal 10: Continue the discussion of MAC CE based approach.

Handling of SCG SCell
Proposal 11: Continue to discuss the handling of SCG SCell(s) upon SCG activation, e.g.
•	Solution 1: Network indicates (in RRC signalling) the SCell state and active BWP for SCG SCell(s) in activation command;
•	Solution 2: UE keeps SCG SCell(s) in deactivated state upon SCG activation (via MAC CE, if supported).



Our views are aligned with most proposals above from the summary [2]. In this contribution, we discuss one confirmation on the MN’s rejection to SCG activation request by the SN and also some remaining issues.
2. Discussion
2.1	MN/SN triggered SCG activation
As per the summary [1], both MN and SN can have a choice (i.e. either accept or reject) to the SCG activation request from the other node. There seems to be no objections to allow the SN to reject, while some other views on whether to allow the MN to reject. For the latter case, we still consider it would be necessary to allow the MN to reject the SCG activation request from the SN to avoid specific handling in the case where the MN-initiated SN change and the SN-initiated SCG activation are collided, especially the SN-initiated SCG activation comes later, which is a kind of race condition [2].
Proposal 1: SN can accept or reject the SCG activation request from MN.
Proposal 2: MN can accept or reject the SCG activation request from SN. 
Proposal 3: Detailed signaling between MN and SN for SCG activation is up to RAN3.

In the following, we assume both MN and SN can reject the SCG activation request from the other node. As it was agreed that NW-triggered SCG activation is indicated to the UE via only the MCG, it should be clarified who and how decides to trigger the SCG activation towards the UE via MCG.
When the MN requests and the SN accepts, the MN simply triggers the SCG activation to the UE. If the SN rejects, the MN may consider an alternative action, e.g. bearer type change from SN terminated to MN terminated. On the other hand, when the SN requests and the MN accepts, the MN can trigger the SCG activation to the UE. If the MN wants to reject due to some reasons, it is up to the MN (i.e. network implementation) to trigger the following actions to ensure a data transmission in SCG would not be impacted much. With these observations, it can be the MN to take a final decision to trigger the SCG activation to the UE via MCG.
Proposal 4: MN is responsible for a final decision to trigger the SCG activation and send the SCG activation indication to the UE via MCG.

2.2	Form of SCG activation command
One open issue is whether MAC CE based SCG activation is supported or not. Given that RRC signaling based SCG activation was agreed in RAN2#113e, there seems to be no strong need of the MAC CE based activation. In addition, the SCG activation (and deactivation) is not just lower layer (e.g. MAC) management, but rather higher layer (e.g. RRC) management. Therefore, only RRC signaling based activation would be sufficient.
Proposal 5: MAC CE based SCG activation is not supported.

2.3	Handling of SCG SCell
Another open issue is the handling of SCG SCell(s) upon SCG activation. There are (at least) two solutions:
· Solution 1: Network indicates (in RRC signalling) the SCell state and active BWP for SCG SCell(s) in activation command;
· Solution 2: UE keeps SCG SCell(s) in deactivated state upon SCG activation (via MAC CE, if supported).
According to the proposal 5, we do not support the solution 2. On the other hand, it is not sure whether even the solution 1 is necessary or not. We consider, as shown in proposal 4, that the MN indicates the SCG activation based on MN’s internal decision or the request from the SN. The handling of SCG SCell(s) can be decided by the SN internally. For instance, when the SCG SCell(s) should be also activated, the SN can send the SCell activation command directly to the UE once the SCG is activated. This will not cause a critical service degradation, as this is just like legacy SCell activation. Thus, we do not see a need of additional mechanism in SCG activation command to handle SCG SCell(s) at SCG activation.
Proposal 6: SCG SCell(s) can be managed by the SN upon SCG activation. No additional mechanism is necessary within SCG activation command.

3. Conclusion
In this contribution we discussed the MN/SN triggered SCG activation and also some remaining issues on SCG activation. Then, we made the following proposals.

Proposal 1: SN can accept or reject the SCG activation request from MN.
Proposal 2: MN can accept or reject the SCG activation request from SN. 
Proposal 3: Detailed signaling between MN and SN for SCG activation is up to RAN3.
Proposal 4: MN is responsible for a final decision to trigger the SCG activation and send the SCG activation indication to the UE via MCG.
Proposal 5: MAC CE based SCG activation is not supported.
Proposal 6: SCG SCell(s) can be managed by the SN upon SCG activation. No additional mechanism is necessary within SCG activation command.
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