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1 Introduction
In last RAN3 meeting, the SCell release w.r.t. RLC failure was discussed based on [1]. We think the issue mentioned by [1] is a valid one. In this contribution, we will address this issue.  
2 Discussions
RLC failure is related to CA duplication, where the RLC entity associated with SCell(s) only reaches the maximum number of retransmissions. In practice, such failure may be caused by following reasons:
· Logical error of RLC entity while the radio link is good, i.e., the SCell(s) associated with this RLC entity is good. 

· SCell(s) associated with this RLC entity become bad. 

To solve the logic error of the RLC entity, the DU only needs to re-establish the associated RLC entity. In current spec., we already achieve it since the CU provides the logical channel ID associated with this RLC entity to the DU. 

	8.3.4.2
Successful Operation

<unrelated part is omitted>
If the RLC Failure Indication IE is included in UE CONTEXT MODIFICATION REQUEST message, the gNB-DU should consider that the RLC entity indicated by such IE needs to be re-established when the CA-based packet duplication is active.

	9.2.2.7
UE CONTEXT MODIFICATION REQUEST

This message is sent by the gNB-CU to provide UE Context information changes to the gNB-DU.
Direction: gNB-CU ( gNB-DU
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How to solve radio link problem of SCell(s) associated with failed RLC entity is still unclear. We can have the following solutions:

· Solution 1: as proposed in [1], the DU releases the associated SCell(s) by itself. Technically, this is possible. However, it may be not a suitable way. The reason is that, we decide the cell release is decided by CU only. If the DU releases the cells by itself without notifying CU, it may cause inconsistence between CU and DU. 
· Solution 2: the DU indicates the SCell(s) associated RLC entity occurring failure, and then the CU decides the cell release. This solution follows the current principle, i.e., CU determines the cell release. 

· Solution 3: the CU releases the SCell(s) based on its own information. However, CU does not know the SCell(s) associated with the RLC entity occurring failure, and the information at CU side may not be timely acquired. It may release the Cell(s) not associated with such RLC entity. 
Based on the above analysis, we prefer to solution 2. 

Proposal: RAN3 consider solution 2, i.e., the DU indicates the SCell(s) associated RLC entity occurring failure, and then the CU decides the cell release. 
3 Conclusions
In this contribution, we further discuss cell release for RLC failure, and propose 
Proposal: RAN3 consider solution 2, i.e., the DU indicates the SCell(s) associated RLC entity occurring failure, and then the CU decides the cell release.
The corresponding CR is provided in [2]. 
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