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1	Introduction
During the 3GPP RAN2 NR ad-hoc meeting in Spokane, the following agreements were made as part of the ongoing discussions on the RRM and signalling procedure aspects for LTE/NR tight interworking:
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, we provide our views on how the FFS could be resolved. 
2	Motivation for allowing the SgNB to trigger change of serving SgNB
On the aspect of the FFS listed in the agreement box above, and in the light of the discussions about the benefits of direct communication of NR SgNB messages, it would be efficient to also allow a secondary node to trigger i.e. initiate the request to change the serving secondary node. The benefit of doing so would improve the procedural execution time when changing a source SgNB to a target SgNB. The initiation of the request of the SgNB change to the MeNB could serve despite of the transmission path selected for the actual RRC message.
Observation 1: The procedural execution time between moving from a source SgNB to a target SgNB is in some cases lower, when triggered by the SgNB (compared to triggered always by the MeNB).
There are two possible options of how this triggering of the SgNB change is initiated at the source SgNB:
Option 1: Secondary to initiate the change towards the Master, and the Master to decide the change to another Secondary based on the information provided by the source Secondary.
Option 2: Secondary to initiate the change towards another Secondary based on the information provided by the UE, and later target Secondary informs the change to the Master.
To briefly compare Option 1 and Option2, though Option 2 is more forward looking, considering the legacy X2 Option 2 cannot be supported. Finally, it is the MeNB which needs to initiate the X2 tunnel change and create a security key for the incoming SeNB.
Proposal #1: Allow also the SgNB to trigger i.e. to initiate the change of a serving SgNB.
Proposal #2: For LTE/NR tight interworking when EPC is involved, allow the secondary node to initiate the change towards the master node.
3	Conclusion
In this discussion paper, we have provided our view for how the secondary node triggers change of secondary node. In addition, we have also discussed 2 possible options for the same and made a brief comparison. Based on the discussion and arguments provided in the previous section, we propose the following:
Proposal #1: Allow also the SgNB to trigger i.e. to initiate the change of a serving SgNB.
Proposal #2: For LTE/NR tight interworking when EPC is involved, allow the secondary node to initiate the change towards the master node.
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