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1. [bookmark: OLE_LINK13][bookmark: OLE_LINK14]Introduction & Background
In the RAN2#123 meeting report, the following are captured as FFS,
· FFS CPAC MRO:
· FFS:   For CPAC MRO, RAN2 discuss which of below time information is included in SCGFailureInformation:
· The time elapsed between the CPAC execution towards the target PSCell and the corresponding latest CPAC configuration is received for the target PSCell 
· The time elapsed since the CPAC execution towards the target PSCell until the SCG failure 
· FFS fast MCG Recovery failure 
· FFS:	UE reports following time information for fast MCG link recovery optimization:
· Time between MCG failure (or transmitting MCGFailureInformation, only for case a) and SCG failure for case a and f1
In this paper, we discuss the above FFS items. 
2. Discussion
2.1 On FFS CPAC MRO

Note that the UE sends the RRCReconfigurationComplete message to the MN upon the execution of the RRCReconfiguration carrying reconfigurationWithSync for SCG. Therefore, the MN is aware of the following events:
· The RRCReconfiguration containing reconfigurationWithSync for SCG is sent to UE
· UE executes the RRCReconfiguration containing SCG reconfigurationWithSync for SCG (based on the reception of RRCReconfigurationComplete)
· SCG Failure (based on the reception of SCGFailureInformation)
Therefore, MN is aware of the time elapsed since the RRCReconfiguration containing reconfigurationWithSync for SCG is sent to UE and the execution of RRCReconfiguration containing reconfigurationWithSync for SCG. Furthermore, in rel-17, timeSCGFailure was introduced for UE to indicate the time elapsed since the last execution of RRCReconfiguration with reconfigurationWithSync for SCG until SCG failure. 

Observation 1: The MN is aware of the following events:
· The RRCReconfiguration containing reconfigurationWithSync for SCG is sent to UE
· UE executes the RRCReconfiguration containing SCG reconfigurationWithSync for SCG (based on the reception of RRCReconfigurationComplete)
· SCG Failure (based on the reception of SCGFailureInformation)

Observation 2: MN is aware of the time elapsed since the RRCReconfiguration containing reconfigurationWithSync for SCG is sent to UE and the execution of RRCReconfiguration containing reconfigurationWithSync for SCG. 

Proposal 1: No need for UE to report the time elapsed between the CPAC execution towards the target PSCell and the corresponding latest CPAC configuration received for the target PSCell.

Observation 3: In rel-17, timeSCGFailure was introduced for UE to indicate the time elapsed since the last execution of RRCReconfiguration with reconfigurationWithSync for SCG until SCG failure.

Proposal 2: For the reporting of the time elapsed since the CPAC execution towards the target PSCell until the SCG failure, reuse existing timeSCGFailure.

2.2 On FFS fast MCG Recovery failure 
The optimization objective of reporting of “Time between MCG failure (or transmitting MCGFailureInformation, only for case a) and SCG failure for case a and f1” is not clear. MCG Failure and SCG failure do not have a strong correlation. MCG and SCG failure can be independent procedures, i.e., given the MCG or SCG failure it can be hard to predict that SCG or MCG failure can be detected with time T. Therefore, to avoid unnecessary overhead at the UE, the UE does not need to report “Time between MCG failure (or transmitting MCGFailureInformation, only for case a) and SCG failure for case a and f1”. 

Observation 3: The optimization objective of reporting of “Time between MCG failure (or transmitting MCGFailureInformation, only for case a) and SCG failure for case a and f1” is not clear. 

Observation 4: MCG and SCG failure may not be correlated, i.e., given the MCG or SCG failure it can be hard to predict that SCG or MCG failure can be detected with time T.

Proposal 3: No need for UE to report Time between MCG failure (or transmitting MCGFailureInformation, only for case a) and SCG failure for case a and f1. 
3. Conclusion 
Observation 1: The MN is aware of the following events:
· The RRCReconfiguration containing reconfigurationWithSync for SCG is sent to UE
· UE executes the RRCReconfiguration containing SCG reconfigurationWithSync for SCG (based on the reception of RRCReconfigurationComplete)
· SCG Failure (based on the reception of SCGFailureInformation)

Observation 2: MN is aware of the time elapsed since the RRCReconfiguration containing reconfigurationWithSync for SCG is sent to UE and the execution of RRCReconfiguration containing reconfigurationWithSync for SCG. 

Proposal 1: No need for UE to report the time elapsed between the CPAC execution towards the target PSCell and the corresponding latest CPAC configuration received for the target PSCell.

Observation 3: In rel-17, timeSCGFailure was introduced for UE to indicate the time elapsed since the last execution of RRCReconfiguration with reconfigurationWithSync for SCG until SCG failure.

Proposal 2: For the reporting of the time elapsed since the CPAC execution towards the target PSCell until the SCG failure, reuse existing timeSCGFailure.

Observation 3: The optimization objective of reporting of “Time between MCG failure (or transmitting MCGFailureInformation, only for case a) and SCG failure for case a and f1” is not clear. 

Observation 4: MCG and SCG failure may not be correlated, i.e., given the MCG or SCG failure it can be hard to predict that SCG or MCG failure can be detected with time T.

Proposal 3: No need for UE to report Time between MCG failure (or transmitting MCGFailureInformation, only for case a) and SCG failure for case a and f1. 
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