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1 Introduction
According to current standard [1], a UE considers all the failure cases as handover failure in mobility from E-UTRA procedure. The UE performs RRC connection re-establishment procedure and sets the re-establishment cause to handover failure. Nevertheless, this may result in some unexpected behaviours. This document discusses on this topic and tries to provide possible solutions.
2 Discussion
Due to different re-establishment reason, a UE may set the reestablishmentCause as reconfigurationFailure or handoverFailure in the RRC connection re-establishment procedure. Base on different re-establishment cause, the network can perform different error handling functions.
1>
set the reestablishmentCause as follows:

2>
if the re-establishment procedure was initiated due to reconfiguration failure as specified in 5.3.5.5 (the UE is unable to comply with the reconfiguration):

3>
set the reestablishmentCause to the value 'reconfigurationFailure';

2>
else if the re-establishment procedure was initiated due to handover failure as specified in 5.3.5.6 (intra-LTE handover failure) or 5.4.3.5 (inter-RAT mobility from EUTRA failure):

3>
set the reestablishmentCause to the value 'handoverFailure';

According to the section 5.3.5.6 of TS 36.331 [1], the UE may meet the situation that it not able to comply with all the configurations included in the handover command message. Nevertheless, the UE will consider it is a handover failure case and applies the handover failure handling procedure. The UE sets the reestablishmentCause to the handoverFailure even it’s a configuration failure, this may result in some unexpected behaviours in network. 
Proposal 1: We kindly request RAN2 to discuss if a UE need to have different error handling function for handover failure and configuration failure in mobility from E-UTRA procedure.

Once the conclusion of proposal 1 is need, we think the suitable solution for the configuration failure is similar to the section 5.3.5.5 of TS 36.331[1]. The UE continues using the configuration used prior to the reception of the handover command message and performs the RRC connection re-establishment procedure with the reconfigurationFailure cause. For this solution, we already have a CR in R2-10xxxx.
Proposal 2: We kindly ask RAN2 to review and agree our CR in R2-10xxxx.
5.4.3.5
Mobility from E-UTRA failure

The UE shall:

1>
if T304 expires (mobility from E-UTRA failure); or

1>
if the UE does not succeed in establishing the connection to the target radio access technology; or

1>
if the UE is unable to comply with (part of) the configuration included in the MobilityFromEUTRACommand message; or

1>
if there is a protocol error in the inter RAT information included in the MobilityFromEUTRACommand message, causing the UE to fail the procedure according to the specifications applicable for the target RAT:
2>
stop T304, if running;

2>
if the cs-FallbackIndicator in the MobilityFromEUTRACommand message was set to 'TRUE':

3>
 indicate to upper layers that the CS Fallback procedure has failed;

2>
revert back to the configuration used in the source cell, excluding the configuration configured by the physicalConfigDedicated, mac-MainConfig and sps-Config;

2>
initiate the connection re-establishment procedure as specified in 5.3.7;
3 Conclusions
This document discusses the configuration failure case in mobility from E-UTRA procedure. We kindly ask RAN2 to discuss and agree the proposals.
Proposal 1: We kindly request RAN2 to discuss if a UE need to have different error handling function for handover failure and configuration failure in mobility from E-UTRA procedure.

Proposal 2: We kindly ask RAN2 to review and agree our CR in R2-10xxxx.
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