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1. Introduction 
RAN3 has achieved the latest BL CR for overall procedure in R3-141525. This contribution proposes to resolve the existing open issues captured in Editor Notes based on the CR.
2. Discussion
1 
2 
FFSs in Note
 IE in SENB ADDITION REQUEST
For the Note in 8.x.1.2[1], 
There is no UE Context Information IE currently defined in the SENB ADDITION REQUEST message, although it is present in the SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST message. It is FFS whether the respective message structures should be aligned.
We think the answer is Yes. Actually, the related IEs currently defined in the SENB ADDITION REQUEST message, e.g. UE Security Capabilities, E-RABs To Be Added List etc., have already been the sub-IEs included in UE Context Information IE, as currently presented in the SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST message. Furthermore, as the legacy X2 message structure, those related sub-IEs have belonged to UE Context Information IE, too. Therefore, the SENB ADDITION REQUEST message should be defined align with the SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST message.
Proposal 1: The respective message structures should be aligned.
The behaviour in SeNB Reconfiguration Completion
In 8.x.2.2[1], the information contained in the SENB CONFIGURATION COMPLETE message may related to three cases:
· Success: the UE has successfully applied the configuration requested by the SeNB;
· Failure 1: the UE has not successfully applied the configuration requested by the SeNB;
· Failure 2: the MeNB has not triggered configuration requested by the SeNB.
In the Failure 1 case, as described in [1], “the MeNB shall provide information with sufficient precision in the included Cause IE to enable the SeNB to know the reason for an unsuccessful reconfiguration. The MeNB may also provide configuration information in the MeNB to SeNB Container IE.” However, there is also the Note:
Overall UE and E-UTRAN behaviour and the usage of the RRC container for this case is FFS.
In RAN2 #85bis, the behaviour of UE has already been concluded, “The UE may not accept the SCG modification and shall perform the reconfiguration failure procedure as defined in 5.3.5.5[2], i.e. performs connection re-establishment”.
For E-UTRAN, after the UE re-establishing RRC connection to the original MeNB, the MeNB should decide to maintain or release the SeNB for the UE, then initiate the SeNB Modification Preparation or SeNB Release procedure to the SeNB before sending the RRCConnectionReconfiguration message to the UE. 
When receiving the SENB RECONFIGURATION COMPLETE message, the SeNB learns the Cause and MeNB to SeNB Container IE, then the SeNB may reconfigure the SCG modification base on those two IEs or release radio resources associated to the UE context/ perform data forwarding of uplink/downlink packets for SCG bearer, as the MeNB requests.
The usage of the RRC container should be discussed in RAN2.
Proposal 2: For the Failure 1 case, the MeNB may decide the subsequent X2-CP procedure, i.e. MeNB initiated SeNB Modification Preparation or MeNB initiated SeNB Release procedure.
IE in SeNB RELEASE REQUEST
In 9.1.x.11[1], 
	Range bound
	Explanation

	maxnoofBearers
	Maximum no. of E-RABs. Value is FFS.


According to the legacy X2-CP and DC messages, this value should be 256.
Proposal 3: The value of maxnoofBearers in SeNB RELEASE REQUEST message should be 256.
FFSs also to be discussed
The need for the Timer TDCoverall
TDCoverall is used in SeNB Addition Preparation and MeNB initiated SeNB Modification Preparation/ SeNB initiated SeNB Modification procedure. Basing on this timer, the SeNB could learn for how long at most it should guarantee the resources requested for the accessing UE or maintain the old configuration for the reconfiguring UE, in case the SeNB did not receive the corresponding X2 signalling from the MeNB. Therefore, we think the TDCoverall is necessary.
Proposal 4: The Timer TDCoverall is needed.
3.  Conclusion
This paper analyzes the open issues captured in Editor Notes for overall procedure description in BL CR and makes the following proposals:
Proposal 1: The respective message structures should be aligned.
Proposal 2: For the Failure 1 case, the MeNB may decide the following X2-CP, i.e. MeNB initiated SeNB Modification Preparation or MeNB initiated SeNB Release procedure.
Proposal 3: The value of maxnoofBearers in SeNB RELEASE REQUEST message should be 256.
Proposal 4: The Timer TDCoverall is needed.
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