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1 Introduction
This contribution proposes the way forward for FFSs in the latest stage 2 CR on overall procedures [1] based on progress in RAN3#84 and email discussion of RAN2. The corresponding TP is also attached.
2 Discussion
2.1   SeNB Addition procedure
There are two FFSs in this procedure.
Editor’s Note 1:
It is still FFS whether there is a need for the SeNB to finally confirm that the UE has taken the SeNB configuration into use. 

SeNB needs to finally confirm that the UE has taken the SeNB configuration into use after the UE accessing the SCell of the SeNB successfully. This confirmation is useful to avoid immature path switch, e.g. SCG bearers firstly switch to SeNB and then have to switch back to MeNB again due to the UE failing to access the newly added SeNB. In addition, the confirmation can also be used by MeNB as an indication for starting traffic offload to SeNB for split bearers.
Proposal 1: The FFS is removed by defining the SeNB Reconfiguration Confirm procedure from SeNB to MeNB. 
Editor’s Note 2:
The trigger for the path update procedure and how to capture it in stage 2 is still FFS. 

MeNB triggers path update for SCG bearers upon reception of the SeNB Reconfiguration confirm message. If such message is not defined, then MeNB may trigger the immature path update for SCG bearers directly after it receives RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete message from the UE.

Proposal 2: The MeNB triggers the path update upon receiving the SENB RECONFIGURITION CONFIRM message during the SeNB Addition procedure.
2.2   SeNB Modification procedure
This section addresses two of the FFSs in this procedure.

Editor’s Note:
Dependent on the scenario the Editor’s Notes from section 10.1.2.X.2.1 may be applicable as well. 
Editor’s Notes 1 from section 10.1.2.X.2.1 is not applicable for SeNB Modification procedure. The RACH procedure is only essential for the PSCell access upon SeNB Addition. If new SCell of SeNB needs to be added and the new SCell belongs to the same TA group of pSCell, RACH is not needed. If RACH procedure needs to be performed, e.g. the new SCell belong to a new TA group, MeNB does not need to get confirmation from SeNB since there is no consequence of immature path switch as in section 10.1.2.X.2.1. For non-last SCell release and parameters modification, the confirmation from SeNB is not needed, either.
Proposal 3: The SeNB does not need to confirm MeNB that the UE has taken the SeNB configuration into use in the SeNB Modification procedure.
For Editor’s Note 2 from section 10.1.2.X.2, MeNB may trigger path update upon receiving  RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete message from the UE, if applicable.  
Proposal 4: The MeNB may trigger path update upon receiving RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete message from the UE in SeNB Modification procedure, if applicable.
Editor’s Note:
Whether steps 2 and 3 are needed for a different purposes than providing data forwarding is FFS. It is also FFS whether this needs to be captured in this chapter. 

As indicated in the [3], the step 2 and 3 are needed for the SeNB initialized SKeNB refresh procedure, then it is clear that the steps 2 and 3 can be used for different purpose other than data forwarding.
Proposal 5: The steps 2 and 3 in the SeNB triggered SeNB Modification procedure are needed for different purposes e.g. SKeNB refresh.
2.3   SeNB Release procedure

There are two FFSs in this procedure.

Editor’s Note 1:
This assumes that the MeNB provides the part of the RRCConnectionReconfiguration message that releases SeNB resources. 

RAN2 agreed that “The SCG release procedure is realized by a specific X2 AP procedure not involving the transfer of an inter-eNB RRC message. The MeNB may request the SeNB to release the SCG, and vice versa. The recipient node of this request cannot reject. Consequently, the MeNB indicates in the RRCConnectionReconfiguration message towards the UE that the UE shall release the entire SCG configuration.”.

Proposal 6: The Editor’s Note 1 in the SeNB Release procedure is removed according to RAN2’s agreement.

Editor’s Note 2:
Whether the message SeNB Release Request shall be acknowledged by the SeNB is still FFS. 
RAN2 agreed that the recipient node cannot reject the SeNB Release initiated by MeNB or SeNB. It seems redundant of an additional acknowledgement from the SeNB. Because there are no MeNB operations dependent on the SeNB Release acknowledgement message, e.g. PDCP reordering after SeNB release may be based on other means, which is under discussion in RAN2. Furthermore, RAN2 has already agreed that SeNB should provide successfully delivered PDCP PDU SNs to MeNB, and based on this the MeNB could know PDCP delivering status before the SeNB Release. 
Proposal 7: The SeNB does not need to acknowledge the SeNB Release Request for SeNB release procedure initiated by MeNB or SeNB.

2.4   SeNB Change

There are three FFSs in this procedure.
Editor’s Note 2:
The need for an acknowledgment of SeNB Release is still FFS. 
Proposal 7 in section 2.3 also applies for this FFS
Editor’s Note 3:
It is still FFS whether there is a need for the SeNB to finally confirm that the UE has taken the SeNB configuration into use. 
Proposal 1 in section 2.1 also applies for this FFS. The target SeNB should finally confirm MeNB.
2.5   MeNB to eNB change

There are two FFSs in this procedure.
Editor’s Note 2:
The need for an acknowledgment of SeNB Release is still FFS. 
Proposal 7 in section 2.3 also applies for this FFS.
There should be another FFS which are not mentioned in current stage 2 CR. For the intra-MeNB handover procedure, SeNB should be released and SCG bearers should be re-allocated to MeNB. Currently, the Path Switch Request procedure is allowed to be initiated by the eNB in intra-eNB handover procedure to modify the DL GTP-U TEID even if it is not mandatory. In SeNB Addition/Modification procedure in DC, a new procedure E-RAB Modification Indication is introduced to establish E-RAB on SeNB and/or re-allocate E-RAB to MeNB/SeNB. This new procedure is also needed for intra-MeNB handover scenario. Although legacy path switch may also be feasible, it seems the new E-RAB Modification procedure is more preferable.
Proposal 8: E-RAB Modification Indication procedure should be performed during intra-MeNB handover.
2.6    SeNB Reconfiguration Completion procedure
There is a FFS in this procedure.

Editor’s Note:
It is still FFS whether there is a need for the SeNB to finally confirm that the UE has taken the SeNB configuration into use. 

Proposal 1 in section 2.1 also applies for this FFS.
2.7   MeNB initiated SeNB Modification Preparation procedure

There is a FFS in this procedure.
Editor’s Note:
It is still FFS whether there is a need for the SeNB to finally confirm that the UE has taken the SeNB configuration into use. 

Proposal 3 in section 2.2 also applies for this FFS.
2.8   SeNB initiated SeNB Modification procedure

There is a FFS in this procedure.
Editor’s Note:
It is still FFS whether the SeNB initiate SeNB Modification procedure will be specified in stage 3 as a class 1 procedure or several class 2 procedures. 

It seems feasible to specify it in stage 3 as class 1 procedure for simplicity. 
2.9   MeNB initiated SeNB Release procedure

There is a FFS in this procedure.

Editor’s Note:
The need for an acknowledgment is still FFS. 

Proposal 7 in section 2.3 also applies for this FFS.
3 Conclusion
This contribution proposes to remove the remaining FFSs in the stage 2 running CR. It is proposed that:
Proposal 1: The FFS is removed by defining the SeNB Reconfiguration Confirm procedure from SeNB to MeNB. 
Proposal 2: The MeNB triggers the path update upon receiving the SENB RECONFIGURITION CONFIRM message during the SeNB Addition procedure.
Proposal 3: The SeNB does not need to confirm MeNB that the UE has taken the SeNB configuration into use in the SeNB Modification procedure.

Proposal 4: The MeNB may trigger path update upon receiving RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete message from the UE in SeNB Modification procedure, if applicable.
Proposal 5: The steps 2 and 3 in the SeNB triggered SeNB Modification procedure are needed for different purposes e.g. SKeNB refresh.
Proposal 6: The Editor’s Note 1 in the SeNB Release procedure is removed according to RAN2’s agreement.

Proposal 7: The SeNB does not need to acknowledge the SeNB Release Request for SeNB release procedure initiated by MeNB or SeNB.
Proposal 8: E-RAB Modification Indication procedure should be performed during intra-MeNB handover.
The corresponding TP and CR are provided in [4] and [5].
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