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1
Introduction
One of the last remaining big topics in the Dual Connectivity WI [1] CP work is defining the details of the S-RLM operation. In this contribution, we discuss the remaining details of the SCG Failure reporting. 
2
SCG Failure Reporting
2.1
MeNB actions when receiving SCG Failure Information - message
When MeNB receives a report of SeNB failure (i.e. the new RRC message SCGFailureInformation) from the UE, it will decide on the necessary actions, most likely to release or change the PSCell since it has failed or even release/change the SCG altogether. In any case, the action is fully up to MeNB implementation. 
Proposal 1: It is up to MeNB implementation to decide how to react to SeNB failure report from UE and which actions to take.
In particular, as per RAN2 decisions, SCG change is required for the UE to “recover” from the SeNB failure. In practice, there are three possible actions after SCG failure:

1) MeNB performs SCG change to a different SeNB
2) MeNB performs SCG change (e.g. PSCell release) to the same SeNB
3) MeNB releases the SCG
For cases 1 and 3, the MeNB will release the old SeNB, so that the action towards the previous SeNB is the same for both cases. For case 2, the MeNB will send SCG modification request (likely changing at least the PSCell) to the SeNB. Therefore, we observe that
· In all of the cases, MeNB will request SeNB to either change PSCell or release the whole SCG
· The procedure triggered by the MeNB can indicate as the triggering reason e.g. “Action Desirable for Radio Reasons” in a cause value (as already allowed by RAN3)
· There is no need to have an extra procedure to inform SeNB of the failure or forward the actual SeNB failure report to the SeNB
Hence, we propose that there is no need to have an extra procedure for reporting the S-RLF occurrence to SeNB.
Proposal 2: There is no need to have an extra procedure from MeNB to SeNB for reporting S-RLF occurrence. 
3
Conclusion

We have discussed the reporting of the SeNB failures and propose the following:
Proposal 1: It is up to MeNB implementation to decide how to react to SeNB failure report from UE and which actions to take.

Proposal 2: There is no need to have an extra procedure from MeNB to SeNB for reporting S-RLF occurrence. 
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