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1
Introduction

Offline discussion was taken place whether to introduce SeNB Reconfiguration Confirm message from the SeNB to the MeNB. This contribution provides the summary and proposes the way forward.
2
Discussion
Offline discussion was taken place whether to introduce SeNB Reconfiguration Confirm message from the SeNB to the MeNB. During the offline discussion, some companies have expressed their view as below:

· Support: Nokia, Ericsson, Huawei, LGE

· Not Support: ALU, CATT, Samsung, NEC
Supporting companies clarified the benefit:
· Multiple Path Update messages should be avoided in case of S-RLF to avoid CN impact

· From system design point of view, MeNB should know the condition of UE connection at the SeNB. Therefore, both RRC Configuration completion and RA procedure completion should be known to the MeNB as well during SeNB addition or modification.
· RACH timer is now specified as 2 seconds as maximum, which means that MeNB should wait for at least 2 seconds to trigger a path update after RRC completion.

· Later path switch principle is well aligned with existing behaviour.
During the above discussion, non supporting companies were questionable about the following points:
· Path update procedure should be sent to reduce the delay after RRC completion.

· Since S-RLF is rare, it does not cause any problem to the CN.

· RAN2 agreed to introduce the new timer for RACH although the timer value is not defined.

· SeNB modification case becomes complex.

Supporting companies further clarified that:

· If data forwarding is not supported, data arrived at SeNB during S-RLF may be lost.

· If data forwarding is supported, data arrived at MeNB can be forwarded to the SeNB, i.e. no data is lost.
· Therefore, the drawback for path update to be triggered after receiving SeNB Reconfiguration Confirm cannot be seen.

· In case of SeNB modification case, we can discuss further whether it is restrict to some cases or always sent so that MeNB does not have to decode the message.

After the offline discussion, we did not reach at the consensus. 
3
Proposal

Proposal: As way forward, offline email discussion should be taken place to reach at the agreement at the next meeting.
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