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1. Introduction 
This contribution raises some corrections in general related with the Dual Connectivity in 36.423.
2. Some corrections
1) The name of “SCG-Configuration”, 
In the 36.331, they have the name of SCG-ConfigInfo message (MeNB -> SeNB) and SCG-Config message (SeNB -> MeNB).  In the 36.423, the SCG-ConfigInfo message is correctly expressed but the SCG-Config is expressed as SCG-Configuration message.  Since the RRC may add new thing in future by having a name slightly different from the exiting one, in order to avoid a risk that in future there will cause confusion, it is proposed to change the SCG-Configuration message to SCG-ConfigInfo message. 
(Note that last RAN3 meeting has pointed out and corrected the RLF Report Container in RLF Indication message refer to a RRC general wording therefore has caused confusion. R3-142679)
Proposal 1: it is proposed to change the SCG-Configuration message to SCG-ConfigInfo message.
2) The name of SENB ADDITION ACKNOWLEDGE
The 36.300 has the name SeNB Addition Request Acknowledge, while the 36.423 has the name SENB ADDITION ACKNOWLEDGE.  If it can renamed to have “REQUEST” in the message name, it will also follow the style SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST ACKNOWLEDGE message. 
Proposal 2:  It is proposed to change the name of SENB ADDITION ACKNOWLEDGE to of SENB ADDITION REQUEST ACKNOWLEDGE.
3) The condition of “C-ifSCGBearerOption”
The UE Security Capabilities IE and the SeNB Security Key IE in the SeNB ADDITION REQUEST message has the condition “C-ifSCGBearerOption” which is:
	UE Security Capabilities
	C-

ifSCGBearerOption
	
	9.2.29
	
	YES
	reject

	SeNB Security Key
	C-

ifSCGBearerOption
	
	9.2.x1
	The S-KeNB which is provided by the MeNB, see TS 33.401 [18].
	YES
	reject


	Condition
	Explanation

	ifSCGBearerOption
	This IE shall be present if the SCG bearer option is configured.


In general when we design the condition, it should refer any value in the same message so the protocol layer will be able to handle when the condition is or not fulfil, as following the chapter 10 of RAN3 specification e.g. 36.413, 36.423.  The current condition “This IE shall be present if the SCG bearer option is configured.” does not satisfy this general design principle.  It is therefore proposed to change the condition that refer to any value in the same message, which can be the choice of Bearer Option, as it is mandatory present so it should be able to be always referred.
Proposal 3: it is proposed to change the condition of “ifSCGBearerOption” from the current “This IE shall be present if the SCG bearer option is configured” to “This IE shall be present if the SCG bearer  is chosen in CHOICE Bearer Option IE”
Note that the “ifSCGBearerOption” is not used in SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST message therefore its condition table should be removed.
4) The presence of UE Context Information IE in the SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST message
The UE Context Information IE in the SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST message is now defined as presence Mandatory. However in its content all IEs are optional. It would be difficult for the receiver to handle when the UE Context Information IE is present but there is nothing in this UE Context Information IE. It is then proposed to change the presence of the UE Context Information IE from mandatory to optional.
Proposal 4: it is proposed to change the presence of the UE Context Information IE from mandatory to optional in the SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST message.

5) The presence of MeNB GTP Tunnel Endpoint IE in the SENB ADDITION REQUEST message and SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST message

It has been agreed that in Rel-12 for the split bearer option, the UL data is not to be split but it will be sent either to the MCG or SCG, and it is configured by the MeNB to the UE. The MeNB GTP Tunnel Endpoint IE is in the SeNB ADDITION REQUEST message is the MeNB endpoint of the X2 transport bearer (i.e. IP address and TEID), for delivery of UL PDUs from SeNB to MenB. This IE is currently mandatory presence which is not necessary because MeNB may configure the UE to send UL data to MCG only and in this case, there is no need to inform the SeNB the MeNB GTP Tunnel Endpoint IE.
The same for the MeNB GTP Tunnel Endpoint IE in the SeNB MODIFICATION REQUEST message when to add E-RAB(s).
Proposal 5: it is proposed to change the presence of the MeNB GTP Tunnel Endpoint IE from mandatory to optional in the SENB ADDITION REQUEST and SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST message.

3. Conclusion and proposal

This contribution raise some possible corrections related with the Dual Connectivity in 36.423. 
Proposal 1: it is proposed to change the SCG-Configuration message to SCG-ConfigInfo message.

Proposal 2:  It is proposed to change the name of SENB ADDITION ACKNOWLEDGE to of SENB ADDITION REQUEST ACKNOWLEDGE.

Proposal 3: it is proposed to change the condition of “ifSCGBearerOption” from the current “This IE shall be present if the SCG bearer option is configured” to “This IE shall be present if the SCG bearer is chosen in CHOICE Bearer Option IE”
Note that the “ifSCGBearerOption” is not used in SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST message therefore its condition table should be removed.
Proposal 4: it is proposed to change the presence of the UE Context Information IE from mandatory to optional in the SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST message.

Proposal 5: it is proposed to change the presence of the MeNB GTP Tunnel Endpoint IE from mandatory to optional in the SENB ADDITION REQUEST and SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST message.

The CR reflected the proposal 1 - 4 is provided in [1].
The CR reflected the proposal 5 is provided in [2].
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