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1. Introduction
In the RAN4#107 meeting, the discussion in eFeRRM topic for FR1+FR1 NR-DC part mainly focused on the RRM requirements on SCG activation/deactivation mechanism. And there are few issues left to be discussed. In this paper, we will provide our view on them.
2. Discussion
2.1 SCG activation/deactivation requirements for FR1-FR1 NR-DC
	· [bookmark: _Hlk108535890]Issue 1-1-1: UE behaviour when UE detected either BFD or RLF on the deactivated PSCell for RACH-less SCG activation
Agreement:
· No requirement shall be defined for this case when UE detected either BFD or RLF on the deactivated PSCell during RACH-less SCG activation.
· Issue 1-1-2：UE report on the beam failure if Beam failure has been declared or TCI become unknown during SCG activation procedure
Agreement:
· FFS
· Option 1: RAN4 assumes whether to report beam failure to the network can be up to UE implementations if beam failure has been detected during SCG activation procedure.
· Option 2: RAN4 assumes UE should not indicate beam failure to the network if beam failure has been detected during SCG activation procedure.
· FFS whether LS is needed to check with RAN2 on the indication for above case.
Agreement:
· Update ad-hoc agreement as follows:
· Do not specify UE behavior in RAN4 specifications



In the last meeting, RAN4 has further discussed the case in which BF/RLF occurred during the SCG activation procedure. It was agreed that no requirements would be applied when UE detected either BFD or RLF on the deactivated PSCell during RACH-less SCG activation from RAN4 perspective. And regarding the UE behaviour to be expected if this case happens, there is still controversial on whether UE needs to report beam failure to NW during SCG activation procedure.  
For this issue, we would like to provide some analysis as following:
Firstly, from RAN2 perspective, it is assumed that when the upper layers indicate that SCG is activated, deactivated SCG could be considered as active state, in which state, UE is not expected to indicate beam failure to NW. If it is left to the UE to decide whether to report the failure, it may bring some ambiguity on UE behaviour specified for RAN2 spec if beam failure is reported to NW during SGC activation.
Secondly, we need to figure out what response or indication to expect from the NW if beam failure reported during the SCG activation procedure. If this report is just for informing the NW without any further indication, i.e. indicate UE to initiate RACH, it seems have no strong motivation to report this failure since UE anyway will initiate RACH procedure. And if reporting BF is to let NW to further indicate UE to initiate RACH, there may be a delay, which include both the time gap which is for UE to wait for the uplink resource used for reporting and the time gap which is for the network to indicate perform RACH-based SCG activation. This delay may also not be shorter than the procedure that UE initiate RACH directly.
From these two points, we prefer no indication of beam failure to the network if beam failure has been detected during SCG activation procedure as RAN4 assumption. And since the UE behaviour when UE receive SCG activation command is clear at least from RAN2 perspective, LS is not necessary to send to RAN2. 
Proposal 1: RAN4 assumes UE should not indicate beam failure to the network if beam failure has been detected during SCG activation procedure.
Proposal 2: LS is not needed to check with RAN2 on the indication for the case that beam failure has been detected during SCG activation procedure
3. Conclusions
Proposal 1: RAN4 assumes UE should not indicate beam failure to the network if beam failure has been detected during SCG activation procedure.
Proposal 2: LS is not needed to check with RAN2 on the indication for the case that beam failure has been detected during SCG activation procedure
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