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1. Introduction 
MRO for SN change failure has been discussed in the past meetings with the following agreements:
In case of a PSCell change failure, when the MN is responsible for SCG mobility, the MN corrects own configuration (no new signaling towards the SN is needed).


In case of an SCG failure that is a result of an SN-initiated PSCell change, the SN initiating the last PSCell change (or the last serving SN, in case of too late SN change) is responsible to derive the needed correction for its SCG mobility configuration

The definitions of SCG MRO failure events formulated in the TR 37.816 will be used, but it is FFS:
- if they shall apply to inter-SN change only or also to intra-SN PSCell change;
- If MN’s action is needed to declare SCG MRO failure event;

To support pre-Rel-17 UE, in case of SCG failure, the MN shall be able to identify if the last PSCell change was initiated by itself or an SN, and which SN it was. Further enhancements may be based on enhanced SCG failure information provided from the UE

“PSCell change” shall be mentioned in the definitions

WA: No need to transmit Time threshold (i.e. the Tstore_UE_cntxt) over network interface.

Prioritize NR-NR DC only

MRO issues for PSCell change failure are defined as below:
· Too late PSCell change: an SCG failure occurs after the UE has stayed for a long period of time in the PSCell; a suitable different PSCell is found based on the measurements reported from the UE.

· Too early PSCell change: an SCG failure occurs shortly after a successful PSCell change from a source PSCell to a target PSCell or a PSCell change failure occurs during the PSCell change procedure; source PSCell is still the suitable PSCell based on the measurements reported from the UE.

· Triggering PSCell change to wrong PSCell: an SCG failure occurs shortly after a successful PSCell change from a source PSCell to a target PSCell or a PSCell change failure occurs during the PSCell change procedure; a suitable PSCell different with source PSCell or target PSCell is found based on the measurements reported from the UE.

MN performs initial analysis to identify the node that caused the failure. The node that caused the failure performs root cause analysis.

Define new message from MN to the initiating SN to forward SCGfailureinformation.

Additional information related to SCG failure reported from UE may be beneficial; details FFS.

A class 2 procedure is defined for transmitting SCGFailureInformation from the MN to the SN that caused the failure, unless class-1 is found needed to resolve the issue of intra-SN PSCell change. 

Waiting for RAN2 on the contents in SCGFailureInformation.

Include the following IEs in the new XnAP message besides SCGFailureInformation
· Source PSCell CGI, if available in MN
· Failed PSCell CGI, if available in MN 
If the sufficient time have passed between the SN change and the report of SCG failure, the source SN may has released the UE context when it receives SCG Failure Information

FFS how to support Intra-SN PSCell change after MN/SN initiated SN change for pre-R17 UEs
FFS whether to include the following IEs in the new XnAP message:
· Mobility Information
· S-NG-RAN node UE X2AP ID
· M-NG-RAN node UE XnAP ID
· Suitable PSCell CGI
· PSCell failure type
FFS whether to only support EN-DC and NR-DC scenarios for SN change failure in Rel-17
FFS for whether there is ambiguity in SCG failure cases

In this paper, we discuss the open issues and provide proposals for the same.
2. Discussion
2.1 Support for pre-Rel-17 UEs
The following is agreed in a previous meeting:
To support pre-Rel-17 UE, in case of SCG failure, the MN shall be able to identify if the last PSCell change was initiated by itself or an SN, and which SN it was.
Observation 1: MRO for SN change failure for pre-Rel-17 UEs should be supported, i.e., MN shall be able to identify if the last PSCell change was initiated by itself or an SN, and which SN it was, without UE assistance in the form of enhanced SCGFailureInformation.
Proposal 1: MN should also be able to identify if the last PSCell change failure was an intra-SN PSCell change without MN involvement in order to avoid ambiguities. 
The following is also agreed in a previous meeting:
In case of a PSCell change failure, when the SN is responsible for SCG mobility, the MN forwards the SCGFailureInformation to the SN initiating the last PSCell change (or the last serving SN, in case of too late SN change).
A class 2 procedure is defined for transmitting SCGFailureInformation from the MN to the SN that caused the failure, unless class-1 is found needed to resolve the issue of intra-SN PSCell change.
Below we revisit the scenarios again, specially considering how to handle intra-SN PSCell changes without MN involvement. 
	Too late PSCell change
	Too early PSCell change/PSCell change to wrong cell
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MN has the following in its UE context
· SN that initiated PSCell change = N/A
· Last serving PSCell = A
· Failed PSCell = A
Upon receiving SCGFailureInformation, MN identifies the last serving SN and sends PSCell Change Report to the last serving SN to assist in performing root cause analysis. 


	[image: ]
MN has the following in its UE context
· SN that initiated PSCell change = A
· Last serving PSCell = B
· Failed PSCell = B 
For this scenario, it needs further discussion whether MN should forward the PSCell Change Report to the
· Option 1: SN which initiated the last PSCell change all the time without any check for intra-SN PSCell change occurrences

· Option 2: SN which initiated the last PSCell change in case there are no intra-SN PSCell change occurrences OR to the last serving PSCell if there are intra-SN PSCell changes



Proposal 2: In case of too late PSCell change, MN shall identify the last serving SN upon receiving SCGFailureInformation and send a PSCell Change Report to the last serving SN to assist the node in performing root cause analysis for pre-Rel-17 UEs
For too early PSCell change and PSCell change to wrong cell, we discuss and compare Option 1 and Option 2 in more detail below:
	Option 1: No check for intra-SN PSCell changes
	Option 2: Check for intra-SN PSCell changes

	MN identifies the SN which initiated last PSCell change and sends PSCell Change Report (keep current agreement)
	Step 1: MN may send a short question to the last serving SN upon reception of SCG failure information, asking whether a PSCell change without MN involvement had been performed. 
Step 2: The last serving SN replies this message indicating whether a PSCell change without MN had been performed 
Step 3: MN then uses the information to perform initial MRO analysis. Only once confirmed, the MN forwards the SCG failure information in PSCell Change Report.

	Class-2 message for PSCell Change Report
	Class-1 message for MN to check whether there was any intra-SN PSCell change and its reply +
 Class-2 message for PSCell Change Report

	Observation 2: No knowledge of intra-SN PSCell changes without MN involvement can lead MN to transfer PSCell Change Report to wrong SN for MRO analysis.
An example is shown below:
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(Expanded figures in Appendix)
According to MN’s knowledge (has no idea of intra-SN PSCell change without MN involvement)
· SN that initiated last PSCell change = A
· Last serving SN = B 
	Works well even if there are intra-SN PSCell changes without MN involvement
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(Expanded figures in Appendix)
 



Proposal 3: A class-1 message can be defined for MN to check with last serving SN whether there was any intra-SN PSCell change without MN involvement before sending the PSCell Change Report in a class-2 message 
2.2 Whether MN should identify failure type of PSCell change failure
MN might not be able to distinguish between too early PSCell change and PSCell change to wrong PSCell as it might not be aware of the suitable (best) PSCell during SCG Failure (e.g., MN might not be able to decode the container which contains the SN configured PSCell measurements, MN might not have configured PSCell measurements). 
Observation 3: MN should not provide the Suitable PSCell CGI and failure type (e.g., too early, too late) in PSCell Change Report. This should be determined by the SN performing the root cause analysis.
It is therefore proposed for MN to not identify the failure type and signal it in the PSCell Change Report and leave it to the SN performing root cause analysis.
Proposal 4: MN should not provide the failure type (e.g., too early, too late) in PSCell Change Report. This should be determined by the SN performing the root cause analysis.
2.3 Applicable Scenarios
From LS R2-2109208, it can be seen that RAN2 is unclear whether to support EN-DC and NG-EN-DC scenarios.

MRO in SCG Failure: RAN2 confirms that the 5 information requested by RAN3 are needed, and how to report them to the network is still under discussion. Whether all (and if not which of) the scenarios (NR-DC, NE-DC, EN-DC, NG-ENDC) needs to be supported for MRO in SCG Failure. 
To clarify RAN2 and focusing on the commercially deployed networks, we propose to send a clarification LS to RAN2 mentioning that the only EN-DC and NR-DC scenarios should be prioritized. 
We therefore have the following proposal,
Proposal 5: EN-DC and NR-DC scenarios should be considered for the SCG failure recording for the purpose of PSCell failure analysis. NG-EN-DC and NE-DC scenarios are not to be considered. Send an LS to RAN2 to clarify.
2.4 UE context in source PSCell


Figure 10.5.2-2: SN change procedure - SN initiated
Consider the following SN change scenario:
1. Successful SN change from S-SN to T-SN (step 8 is complete)
2. Start a timer T_SN_change in T-SN after step 8 to detect too early PSCell change
3. UE context is released at S-SN (step 17 is complete) before the expiry of T_SN_change
4. SCG Failure happens at T-SN post step-17, but before the expiry of T_SN_change (thereby detecting a too early PSCell change)
Observation 4: It is possible that the UE context is released at source PSCell before SCG failure is encountered at target PSCell in case of too early PSCell change scenario.
Observation 5: MN might not be aware of the value of the timer running at target SN to detect too early PSCell change failures.
Proposal 6: RAN3 should discuss whether to include S-NG-RAN node UE X2AP ID and M-NG-RAN node UE XnAP ID in PSCell Change Report or use Mobility Information procedure to help associate with UE context in case it is released at source PSCell 
3. Conclusion
Observation 1: MRO for SN change failure for pre-Rel-17 UEs should be supported, i.e., MN shall be able to identify if the last PSCell change was initiated by itself or an SN, and which SN it was, without UE assistance in the form of enhanced SCGFailureInformation.
Proposal 1: MN should also be able to identify if the last PSCell change failure was an intra-SN PSCell change without MN involvement in order to avoid ambiguities. 
Proposal 2: In case of too late PSCell change, MN shall identify the last serving SN upon receiving SCGFailureInformation and send a PSCell Change Report to the last serving SN to assist the node in performing root cause analysis for pre-Rel-17 UEs
Observation 2: No knowledge of intra-SN PSCell changes without MN involvement can lead MN to transfer PSCell Change Report to wrong SN for MRO analysis.
Proposal 3: A class-1 message can be defined for MN to check with last serving SN whether there was any intra-SN PSCell change without MN involvement before sending the PSCell Change Report in a class-2 message 
Observation 3: MN should not provide the Suitable PSCell CGI and failure type (e.g., too early, too late) in PSCell Change Report. This should be determined by the SN performing the root cause analysis.
Proposal 4: MN should not provide the failure type (e.g., too early, too late) in PSCell Change Report. This should be determined by the SN performing the root cause analysis.
Proposal 5: EN-DC and NR-DC scenarios should be considered for the SCG failure recording for the purpose of PSCell failure analysis. NG-EN-DC and NE-DC scenarios are not to be considered. Send an LS to RAN2 to clarify.
Observation 4: It is possible that the UE context is released at source PSCell before SCG failure is encountered at target PSCell in case of too early PSCell change scenario.
Observation 5: MN might not be aware of the value of the timer running at target SN to detect too early PSCell change failures.
Proposal 6: RAN3 should discuss whether to include S-NG-RAN node UE X2AP ID and M-NG-RAN node UE XnAP ID in PSCell Change Report or use Mobility Information procedure to help associate with UE context in case it is released at source PSCell 
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