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1. Introduction
In the previous meeting, it was concluded that [1][2]
Agreements

1a 
SCG activation can be requested by MN/SN/UE. FFS on how to accept/reject the procedure. FFS which signalling is used.

3 
RRC signalling is defined for the interaction between UE/MN and MN/SN in SCG activation/deactivation. FFS if lower-layer signalling is needed.

Agreements

1
NW-triggered SCG activation is indicated to the UE via the MCG.

Agreements

5
Only the MN can generate an RRC message with SCG (de)activation.

1
Indication of SCG deactivation to the UE via the SCG is not supported.

7
During handover preparation, the target MN can indicate the SCG state in the RRCReconfiguration message to be sent to the UE by the source MN.

9
While the SCG is deactivated, the MN RRC reconfiguration message and the embedded SN RRC reconfiguration message can reconfigure any parameter (any restriction requires an explicit decision).

In this paper, we discuss on some remaining issues.
2. Discussion
In this section, we'd like to discuss how UE requests SCG activation and whether the request can be rejected or not.

If radio bearers configured for the UE is only MCG bearer and/or split bearer with primary path on MCG, explicit SCG activation trigger(request) from UE is not required. For MCG bearers, UL data doesn’t occur in the deactivated SCG. For split bearers with primary path on MCG, NW can decide the need of SCG activation based on the BSR on MCG.
However, to achieve the flexible network operation, SCG bearer and split bearer with primary path on SCG should be supported. In this case, UE would indicate the request. 
Proposal 1: UE should be able to request SCG activation to NW.
In general, UE autonomous behaviours should be limited and NW should control them. Therefore, if proposal 1 is agreeable, NW should be able to accept/reject UE's request.
Proposal 2: NW should be able to accept/reject UE's request.
To ensure the NW control for SCG activation, there are at least two types of approach.

(a) UE sends the request/indication for SCG activation and NW consider whether instruct the SCG activation to UE or not.

(b) NW indicates whether UE can autonomously perform the SCG activation or not in advance.
If any RRC reconfigurations are needed at the SCG activation, the approach (a) is preferable because NW can send one RRC message to activate SCG and to modify some RRC configurations if needed. In this case, it is preferable to use RRC message for the request message.
Approach (b) can perform SCG activation quickly because the negotiation between NW and UE upon the activation is not needed. In other words, if RRC reconfiguration is not needed or RRC reconfiguration can be done after SCG activation, the approach (b) can be considered. In this case, since UE can initiate a transmission on SCG directly, RACH/PUCCH transmission should occur at SCG activation. This approach is suitable for MCG link recovery if supported because UE needs to initiate the SCG transmission before receiving the SCG activation command.
Related to the approach (b), The similar approach using direct SCG transmission is proposed. This approach is that UE sends SCG RACH to request the SCG activation. This can be categorized approach (a) because NW considers the SCG activation based on this request/indication. In this approach, UE needs to monitor PDCCH for RAR on deactivated SCG before receiving the SCG activation command. Therefore, if SCG RACH is used for the request/indication of SCG activation, RAN2 needs to discuss how to define this transition state.
Observation 1: To ensure the NW control, there are at least two types of approach.

(a) UE sends the request/indication for SCG activation and NW consider whether to instruct the SCG activation or not.
(b) NW indicates whether UE can autonomously perform the SCG activation in advance.

Proposal 3: If the approach (a) includes the case which the request for SCG activation is done by sending SCG RACH directly, RAN2 needs to discuss how to define the transition state performing random access procedure on SCG.
If UE is not allowed to perform SCG activation on approach (b), UE needs to send the SCG activation request as approach (a). Therefore, approach (a) or the combination of approach (a) and (b) should be supported for SCG activation.
Proposal 4: Either the approach (a) or the combination of approach (a) and (b) should be supported by considering the need of RRC reconfiguration upon SCG activation.
3. Conclusion

In this contribution, we made the following observation and proposals:
Proposal 1: UE should be able to request SCG activation to NW.
Proposal 2: NW should be able to accept/reject UE's request.
Observation 1: To ensure the NW control, there are at least two types of approach.

(a) UE sends the request/indication for SCG activation and NW consider whether to instruct the SCG activation or not.

(b) NW indicates whether UE can autonomously perform the SCG activation in advance.

Proposal 3: If the approach (a) includes the case which the request for SCG activation is done by sending SCG RACH directly, RAN2 needs to discuss how to define the transition state performing random access procedure on SCG.
Proposal 4: Either the approach (a) or the combination of approach (a) and (b) should be supported by considering the need of RRC reconfiguration upon SCG activation.
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