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1.
Introduction
For tight interworking between LTE and NR, it was agreed in NR ad-hoc meeting as shown below.
	Agreements

1
For initial configuration of LTE/NR tight interworking, the measurement configuration used by the UE should be configured by the master node.

2: For the LTE/NR tight interworking, the intra-secondary node mobility (including PSCell change and SCell release/addition) should be managed by the secondary node itself. At least in some cases, the master node needs to be informed of intra-secondary node mobility.

3: For the LTE/NR tight interworking, the measurement configuration used by the UE the intra-secondary node mobility should be managed by the secondary node. At least in some cases, coordination with the master is required.

4: Take the triggering of CP procedure listed below as baseline for the LTE/NR tight interworking:


Secondary Node Addition procedure: Triggered by master node.


Secondary Node Release procedure: Triggered by both master node and secondary node.

FFS Whether the secondary node or master node triggers change of secondary node

Intra-secondary node mobility: Triggered by secondary node.


Addition/Release of SCell within secondary node: Triggered by secondary node.


In this contribution, it is addressed on open issues for CP procedure for LTE and NR tight interworking. 
2.
Discussion 
RRC measurement for inter-secondary node mobility

In the last meeting, it was agreed that the measurement configuration used by the UE the intra-secondary node mobility should be managed by the secondary node. After secondary node being added, the secondary node would configure measurement for SCG change/SCell addition in SCG and the UE would report the measured results to the secondary node. It may be argued that for inter-secondary node mobility, the master node should be in charge of managing the RRM measurement. We think this argument has some problem. Since the network could not fully expect the UE mobility, it is hard for the master node to determine the necessity of configuring RRM measurement for inter-secondary node mobility. This means that even after secondary node being added, the master node as well as the secondary node should configure the measurement configuration for inter-secondary node mobility and intra-secondary node mobility respectively. Measurement objects in these two configurations are not expected to be different. Hence, the unnecessary RRM measurement configuration would happen. In addition, it is not unclear how the UE coordinate two measurement configurations. Furthermore, more importantly similar or same measurement results would be unnecessarily reported to the master node as well as the secondary node. Thus, from our view, it is regarded reasonable for the secondary node to be in charge of RRM measurement for inter-secondary node mobility. 
Proposal 1 The RRM measurement configuration used by the UE for the inter-secondary node mobility should be possible to be managed by the secondary node.

Triggering of secondary node change
If the RRM measurement for the inter-secondary node mobility is handled by the secondary node, it seems natural to trigger the secondary node change based on the received measurement results. Otherwise, the secondary node should provide the RRM measurement results whenever other secondary node related measurement results are received from the UE. This seems to be burdensome in interface between the master node and the secondary node. 

However, when inter-secondary node change is triggered by the secondary node, there seems to be some questions required to be answered. First question is how the current secondary node knows whether the target node has a direct interface between the master node and the target secondary node. It was proposed that if the preparation for inter-secondary node mobility is performed, the target node would reject the preparation if there is no direct interface between the master node and the target node. This seems to be one approach. Alternatively, it may be possible that the master node provides the feasible cell/node list when adding a secondary node initially. Then, the current secondary node could decide whether the candidate target node is appropriate for dual connectivity with the master node by itself.
Another issue is relevant to a security. In order words, if the secondary node performs the inter-secondary node change by itself, how the secondary node performs security. Under the current DC architecture, master node generates the security key for the SCG cell. We think in this case, as we agreed in the last meeting for intra-secondary node mobility, the coordination with the master node is one of the possible options. Then, the master node may generate the necessary security for inter-secondary node change. As an additional method, the secondary node could generate new security key by the coordination with the core network at least for SCG bearer case. 
Proposal 2 The secondary node change by the secondary node should be possible.

3.
Conclusion
In this contribution, it is discussed on RRM and inter-secondary node change initiation.

Proposal 1 The RRM measurement configuration used by the UE for the inter-secondary node mobility should be possible to be managed by the secondary node.
Proposal 2 The secondary node change by the secondary node should be possible.
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