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1. Introduction
As per [1], one of the objectives of R18 SON/MDT WI is to support the data collection for SON features for MRO for MR-DC SCG failure scenario. 

The specific objectives of this work item are [RAN3, RAN2]:

- Support of data collection for SON features, including inter-RAT Successful Handover Report (SHR), MRO for MR-DC SCG failure scenario, and MRO enhancement for inter-system handover voice fallback,

•
Specification of the UE reporting necessary to enhance the mobility parameter tuning [RAN2]

In this contribution, we would like to discuss the existing status and the further steps for the MRO for MR-DC SCG failure scenario.
2.
Discussion
In RAN2#120, the following agreement is made to deprioritise EN-DC/NE-DC for SCG failure scenario.

=>
Deprioritize NE-DC / EN-DC scenarios for SCG failure information report.

As we understand, this agreement means that MRO enhancements for NR-DC are considered first. But from the agreement it is not very clear whether NGEN-DC is also considered to be deprioritized.

Proposal 1: RAN2 to clarify whether the deprioritsation of EN-DC for MRO for SCG failure applies to NGEN-DC.

We observe that the number of proposals on NR-DC for MRO for SCGFailure are minimal in RAN2. In fact, in RAN2#120 [2], there was only one company which proposed SCGFailureInformation changes for NR-DC [3]. The proposal is to consider the SCGFailureInformation changes for CPAC and this is anyway handled in the MRO for CPAC. i.e. there is not much work proposed in RAN2 for MRO for NR-DC SCG failure scenario. We also observe that SCGFailureInformation is updated for NR-DC in R17. Thus the remaining work in RAN2 for SCGFailure MRO for NR-DC is minimal.

Observation 1: Remaining efforts in RAN2 for SCGFailure MRO for NR-DC are minimal.

As the remaining efforts in RAN2 for SCGFailure MRO are minimal, we now have the opportunity to work on additional scenarios for EN-DC/NE-DC/NGEN-DC. 
In Rel17, RAN3 has requested to include five information [4] for MR-DC SCGFailure. RAN2 has included the same for NR-DC in SCGFailureInformation, but EN-DC/NE-DC/NG-EN-DC are pending to be done from RAN2. With minimum specification efforts, RAN2 can add this in SCGFailureInformationNR and SCGFailureInformationEUTRA

Proposal 2: As the remaining efforts for NR-DC is minimal, RAN2 can restart the deprioritised work on EN-DC/NE-DC SCGFailureInformation MRO.

Proposal 3: UE can report the five information requested by RAN3 in SCGFailureInformationNR and SCGFailureInformationEUTRA.

3. Conclusion
It is suggested that 
Proposal 1: RAN2 to clarify whether the deprioritsation of EN-DC for MRO for SCG failure applies to NGEN-DC.

Observation 1: Remaining efforts in RAN2 for SCGFailure MRO for NR-DC are minimal.

Proposal 2: As the remaining efforts for NR-DC is minimal, RAN2 can restart the deprioritised work on EN-DC/NE-DC SCGFailureInformation MRO.

Proposal 3: UE can report the five information requested by RAN3 in SCGFailureInformationNR and SCGFailureInformationEUTRA
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