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1 Introduction

The trigger for the path switch procedure is FFS. It is also FFS whether the SeNB needs to notify the RACH success to the MeNB. The document discusses these open issues and proposes the trigger for the path switch in the MeNB.
2 Discussion

There are three alternatives currently proposed:

· No need to the SeNB confirms to the MeNB that the UE has taken the SeNB configuration.

· If there is RACH, the SeNB confirms to the MeNB that the UE has taken the SeNB configuration.

· The SeNB confirm to the MeNB always, no matter there is RACH or not.

The benefit of the SeNB confirms that the UE has taken the SeNB configuration is to avoid a second PATH SWTICH procedure to the MME in case of RACH failure and avoid data forwarding. We also need to consider below issues if introducing the SeNB Confirmation:
1. If there is a need for the SeNB to confirm the RACH completion to the MeNB, it means there are two triggers in the MeNB for sending PATH SWTICH. So the MeNB need to distinguish and decide which trigger should be used. Sometimes the MeNB can know it from the procedure name, i.e. for the SeNB Release, always use the first trigger; for the SeNB Addition, always use the second trigger. But it is not always true. For the SeNB Modification procedure, the RACH procedure is optional and configured by the SeNB. The MeNB has to decode the SCGConfiguration for the UE. It introduces mandating decoding to the MeNB.
2. Considering most case is successful case, initial failure should not be very frequent. Introducing one message for all successful cases is not efficient from the whole picture. Consider the Path Switch after the SeNB Confirmation may increase the data transmission delay for all RACH successful cases.
3. There are several cases UE can send S-RLF to the MeNB. e.g. RACH failure, Physical layer problem on PSCell. The S-RLF can happen just as well after RACH succeeded. So there is no real need for any special action for the initial failure.
4. In the alternative 1, SeNB doesn’t send the confirmation. If we want to avoid sending Path Switch to the MME in failure case, we can use timer based solution in implementation.
Based on above consideration, we think the confirmation from the SeNB is kind of optimization for the failure case and therefore we have below proposal.
Proposal: No need to get RACH Completion Confirmation from the SeNB. Use a unified method for all S-RLF cases.
3 Conclusion & recommendation
In this document, the path switch trigger was discussed and following proposal is proposed.

Proposal: No need to get RACH Completion Confirmation from the SeNB. Use a unified method for all S-RLF cases.
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