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1. Introduction
In RAN2#99 meeting, RAN2 made following agreements related to PDCP duplication in CA.
RAN2#99 agreements
1. RLC reports maxNumberofRLC retransmissions are reached to RRC.
2. For a logical channel restricted to one or multiple SCell(s) (i.e. logical channel configured for duplication) UE reports the failure to the gNB (e.g. SCell-RLF) but no RRC re-establishment happens
In this contribution, we would discuss the configuration of duplication DRB and the SCell-RLF handling.

1. Discussion
In RAN2#101bis meeting [2], we have discussed that duplication DRBs and SRBs should always be configured to include SpCell. However, in case of DRB, we don’t think this is a good restriction because it will increase overhead on SpCell. 
Therefore, we should not restrict the configuration of duplication DRB. The duplication DRB could be configured to use SpCell and SCell or to use only SCells depending on the gNB implementation. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 1: Both primary and secondary RLCs could be configured only on SCells.
If proposal 1 is agreeable, it could be ambiguous that the UE triggers SCell RLF or normal RLF about following situation:
· “When both primary and secondary RLCs are configured on SCells, the UE could detect the SCell-RLF in both legs.” 
The normal RLF is triggered upon indication from RLC entity associated with SpCell that the maximum number of retransmissions has been reached. 
On the other hand, the SCell RLF is triggered upon indication from RLC entity associated with SCell that the maximum number of retransmissions has been reached. It does not perform RRC connection re-establishment, but it should be reported to the gNB. This reporting mechanism associated with the SCell RLF processing is feasible because the RRC connection is still valid and the duplicated packet can be transmitted to another leg.
However, in this situation, the UE cannot transmit the packets to any legs. We think the reason for introducing the SCell-RLF is that there is no problem to transmit the packets. But in this situation, there is a problem. 
Therefore, we think it is similar to the situation where the UE triggers the RLF and we think that the UE should trigger the RLF.
Proposal 2: If the UE detects the SCell-RLF on both primary and secondary RLCs, the UE should trigger RLF.

2. Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed. As a conclusion, we summarize proposals as following:
Proposal 1: Both primary and secondary RLCs could be configured only on SCells.
Proposal 2: If the UE detects the SCell-RLF on both primary and secondary RLCs, the UE should trigger RLF.
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