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1	Introduction
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]In EN-DC, the SN initiated SN modification procedure would be failed by sending SGNB MODIFICATION REFUSE message if any of the E-RABs is not successfully modified, i.e., partial success is not allowed for SN initiated SN modification with for SN terminated split bearers. Yet, there is remaining contradiction in the stage-3 specification. We would figure out how to solve the issue in this contribution.
2	Discussion
During SgNB initiated SgNB modification procedure, since only full success/failure is allowed, no E-RABs list had been included in the SGNB MODIFICATION CONFIRM message until RAN3#100 meeting. In [1]to support PDCP duplication with CA, a E-RABs Admitted To Be Modified List IE was introduced to the SGNB MODIFICATION CONFIRM message with the use of following procedural text. 

	E-RABs Admitted To Be Modified List
	
	0..1
	
	
	YES
	ignore

	>E-RABs To Be Modified Item
	
	1 .. <maxnoof Bearers>
	
	
	EACH
	ignore

	>>E-RAB ID
	M
	
	9.2.23
	
	–
	

	>>EN-DC Resource Configuration
	M
	
	EN-DC Resource Configuration
9.2.108
	Indicates the PDCP and Lower Layer MCG/SCG configuration.
	–
	

	>>CHOICE Resource Configuration
	M
	
	
	
	
	

	>>>PDCP not present in SN
	
	
	
	This choice tag is used if the PDCP at SgNB IE in the EN-DC Resource Configuration IE is set to the value "not present".
	
	

	>>>>>Secondary MeNB UL GTP TEID at PDCP
	O
	
	GTP Tunnel Endpoint 9.2.1
	MeNB endpoint of the X2-U transport bearer at the PDCP. For delivery of UL PDCP PDUs for PDCP duplication.
	–
	



Concern was raised that the above change potentially brings different understanding whether the partial success/failure is possible in the SN initiated SN modification procedure. Companies in RAN3 agreed to follow legacy conclusion and clarified in [2] by adding the sentence below.

The MeNB shall include only E-RABs with the following IE in E-RABs Admitted To Be Modified List IE:
-	the Secondary MeNB UL GTP Tunnel Endpoint at PDCP IE.

However, in section 8.7.7.2, one paragraph remains.
For each E-RAB successfully modified or released as requested by the en-gNB, the MeNB shall inform the en-gNB, in the SGNB MODIFICATION CONFIRM message, the same value in the EN-DC Resource Configuration IE as received in the SGNB MODIFICATION REQUIRED message.
This is not aligned with the intention of the E-RABs Admitted To Be Modified List IE, also the success case for SN initiated SN modification procedure for EN-DC. Either we would restrict the scenario to PDCP duplication or simple remove it. The latter is slightly preferred.

[bookmark: _Toc69900879]Remove the procedural text above for partial success in the SN initiated SN modification procedure for EN-DC.
Conclusion
We propose to solve the issue by proposing:
Proposal 1	Remove the procedural text for partial success in the SN initiated SN modification procedure for EN-DC.
CRs to X2 for R15 and R16 are provided in [3][4].
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