[bookmark: historyclause]3GPP TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting #116bis-e                                                            R2-2201117
Electronic, January 17 - January 25, 2022	

Agenda item:	8.2.2.2
Source:	Apple
Title:	On the non-essentialness of MAC CE based SCG deactivation
Document for:	Discussion
1	Introduction 
In the last RAN2 meeting (RAN2-116e) there wasn’t enough time to unilaterally conclude if MAC CE is needed for the SCG (de)activation. In this short paper, we would like to argue/propose (with sufficient reasons) on why MAC CE based (de)activation of SCG is NOT critical for Rel-17.
2   Discussion
In agenda item 8.2.2, RAN2 has created a item for the conclusion of whether MAC CE is needed for SCG (de)activation.
	8.2.2.2		Activation of deactivated SCG  
Including discussion on UP details of SCG activation, e.g. how the UL data is sent via the MCG leg for split bearers which SCG is deactivated, how UE indicates it has UL data available for SCG/split bearers, etc.
Including discussion on whether to support MAC CE-based SCG (de)activation in Rel-17



We state the below observations that argue that MAC CE based (de)activation is not critical for Rel-17.
Observation 1: SCG (de)activation requires MN-SN co-ordination using RRC/inter-node messages
Observation 2: SCG (de)activation is always via the MCG to the UE. And any reconfiguration as part of the (de)activation from the SCG needs to be encapsulated in the MCG message, better with RRC message. 
Observation 3: No significant gain with MAC CE based approach other than the RRC processing delay, but UE anyway needs to send an confirmation to the SCG change to the corresponding nodes, which is extra effort if done with MAC CE. 

Observation 4: SCG (de)activation can involve additional reconfiguration and MAC CE is not conducive to such actions.

Observation 5: MAC CE based SCG (de)activation is not security protected as RRC message

Observation 6: For (NGEN)EN-DC cases, LTE MAC needs to be changed to use MAC CE based, which is additional work that is not needed for Rel-17.
Hence we propose the below:
Proposal 1: MAC CE based SCG (de)activation is not supported in Rel-17

3	Conclusions
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