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1. Introduction
In the RAN2#117emeeting, there is an agreement for the lower mobility criteria configuration in the case of the NR-DC as below:
[bookmark: _GoBack]=> Low mobility criterion is configured in NR Pcell for the case of NR SA/ NR CA/ NE-DC/NR-DC, and in the NR PSCell for the case of EN-DC.
It is naturally reasonable for a UE to determine its mobility status only upon measurement on PCell in DC case. However, it is assumed that the RLM/BFD relaxation is enabled independently on MCG and SCG according to the current spec. The SCG configuration for criterion of RLM/BFD relaxation will face the challenge under such agreement.  
2. [bookmark: _Toc12718547]Discussion
Scenario
Consider the CellGroupConfig of MCG and SCG is generated by the DUs for SN and MN respectively, so that there is no any interaction between SN and MN for the configuration of the lower mobility configuration. As a result , SN cannot know whether the lower mobility criteria is present in MCG when deciding to configure the RLM/BFD relaxation to a UE. 
Observation 1: In the case of RLM/BFD relaxation on SCG in NR-DC, SN cannot configure the lower mobility as a condition for RLM/BFD relaxation and also cannot obtain any information about the lower mobility criterion configured in MCG because the lack of interaction between SN and MN for RLM/BFD relaxation.
With observation 1, SN would hardly configure the RLM/BFD relaxation to a non-stationary UE for the safety.
Solution
In such scenario mentioned above, we have several solutions based on the different power levels for SN to control the lower mobility criteria for relaxation:
1. Do nothing, SN enable the RLM/BFD relaxation regardless of the presence of the lower mobility configure by MN
2. Add a flag such as EnabledlowerMobilityForBFDRLMrelaxation in the CG-ConfigInfo to help SCG to determine whether to set the SCG configuration for RLM/BFD relaxation.
3. To introduce the full interaction between two DUs of MN and SN to determine whether and how to set the lower mobility condition in MCG for RLM/BFD relaxation on SCG
The third alternative will cause a considerable impact on RAN3, and at such stage where the WI is claimed as 100%, we think it shall be excluded firstly, and we can have a further discuss in TEI 18, if needed. 
Considering between the first and the second alternative, the second alternative is just a small enhancement to the alternative 1 (i.e do nothing), and it is good for SN to be aware of the situation of the presence of lower mobility condition to determine whether to set the relaxation for a UE if it is not stationary UE. From NW perspective, we slightly prefer the alternative 2.
Proposal 1:Add a flag such as EnabledlowerMobilityForRLMBFDRelaxation with value enabled in the CG-ConfigInfo to help SCG to determine whether to configured the RLM/BFD relaxation to a UE.
3. Conclusion and proposals 
With the above analysis, we have the following conclusions and proposals:
Observation 1: In the case of RLM/BFD relaxation on SCG in NR-DC, SN cannot configure the lower mobility as a condition for RLM/BFD relaxation without any interaction between MN and SN.  
Proposal 1:Add a flag such as EnabledlowerMobilityForRLMBFDRelaxation with value enabled in the CG-ConfigInfo to help SCG to determine whether to configured the RLM/BFD relaxation to a UE.
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