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Discussion and Decision
1 Introduction
In CPC discussion, for the CPC with SRB3 configuration, there is one open issue left. 

· FFS: In case of SRB3, the MN is not informed of CPC-intra-SN execution by the UE.
This contribution provides our view on the open issue.  
2 Discussion

In Rel-16, CPC is limited in the intra-SN PSCell change case, and the purpose is to reduce the complexity so that it can be completed in R16 timeline. The guidance of the CPC design is not to involve MN (except the transmission via MN) and all the decision is made by SN itself. Therefore, for the CPC with SRB3, it should not bother MN.
Observation 1: The guidance of R16 SN triggered intra-SN CPC design is not to involve MN. 
In legacy SN triggered intra-SN PSCell change procedure, if SRB3 is configured, the whole procedure only takes place between UE and SN via SRB3, and does not involve MN. 

Observation 2: In legacy SN triggered intra-SN PSCell change procedure, if SRB3 is configured, MN is not involved and informed in the whole procedure. 
For the SN triggered intra-SN CPC procedure, for the execution phase, UE will directly connect to SN via the SRB3 in the new PSCell. And the SRB3 transmission will be faster than the transmission via SRB1 which is forwarded by MN. Therefore, the situation is not changed compared to legacy. 
Observation 3: For SN triggered intra-SN CPC, in the execution phase, the situation is same as legacy. 
Some companies may worry that MN may trigger SN involved reconfiguration during the whole CPC procedure. But if the RRCReconfiguration involves the SN, in network side, before MN provides the RRCReconfiguration to UE, MN should connect with the relevant SN first. Since such coordination between MN and SN is not impacted by CPC, MN can be aware the PSCell change happening in SN. Therefore, for the CPC procedure, it is unnecessary to have the special design to inform MN about the CPC execution. 
Observation 4: MN can be aware of the ongoing CPC in the SN via the legacy NW coordination procedure. 
Based on above analysis, we propose
Proposal: In case of SRB3, the MN is not informed of CPC-intra-SN execution by the UE.
3 Conclusion
According to the analysis in section 2, we propose that:
Proposal: In case of SRB3, the MN is not informed of CPC-intra-SN execution by the UE.

