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1   Discussion
This paper addresses the following issue. 
-
If the SeNB is kept, does the eNB1 can skip the SeNB release procedure in step 6 and UE Context Release in step 15

( keep Step 6 & Step15  

CB: slight preference to keep Step 6 & Step15  and provide comparison table or pros/cons (Standard impact) for TR with alternative skip all or only step15

Conclusion if possible

(NEC)

Rev in R3-150857
It is understood that this issue is addressing the scenario of inter-MeNB handover without SeNB change.
Alternative 1) Keep both Step 6 (SeNB Release Request) and step 15 (UE Context Release)
Alternative 2) Skip both Step 6 (SeNB Release Request) and step 15 (UE Context Release)

Alternative 3) Keep Step 6 (SeNB Release Request) but skip step 15 (UE Context Release)

1) Possible additional information for each alternative (and therefore protocol impact).
For Alternative 1: 
- an indication in the Handover Request Acknowledge message from the target MeNB to the source MeNB and the SeNB Release Request message that the UE context is kept in the SeNB. 
For Alternative 2: 
- an indication in Handover Request Acknowledge message from target MeNB to source MeNB that the UE context is kept in the SeNB and the source side X2 UE associated signaling connection is released locally at source MeNB and SeNB side, i.e. both Step 6 (SeNB Release Request) and step 15 (UE Context Release) are skipped.
- a description in the specification to describe the SeNB needs to implicitly release the signaling context between SeNB and the source MeNB.
For Alternative 3: 
- an indication in Handover Request Acknowledge message from target MeNB to source MeNB to skip step 15 (UE Context Release).
- a description in the specification to describe the SeNB needs to implicitly release the signaling context between SeNB and the source MeNB.
Observation 1) all the alternatives have equally protocol impact.
2) Further comparison:
The comparison of the alternatives is given in the following tabular.
	
	Source MeNB
	SeNB

	Alternative 1) 
Keep both Step 6 (SeNB Release Request) and step 15 (UE Context Release)
	· Same signaling procedures as the SeNB change scenario.
· Two more signaling messages compare with alternative 2.
	· After receiving SeNB Release Request, the SeNB stops sending data to UE.


	Alternative 2)
Skip both Step 6 (SeNB Release Request) and step 15 (UE Context Release)
	· Different signaling procedures from the SeNB change scenario.
· Less signaling message.

· data forwarding for split bearer, the forwarding tunnel is indicated from the source MeNB to Target MeNB in Handover Request message, and target MeNB relay to the SeNB in SeNB Addition Request.

	· Other trigger is needed from the target MeNB to SeNB to stop sending data to UE.

	Alternative 3)

Keep Step 6 (SeNB Release Request) but skip step 15 (UE Context Release)
	· Different signaling procedures from the SeNB change scenario.
· One more signaling message compare with alternative 2.


	· After receiving SeNB Release Request, the SeNB stops sending data to UE.


Observation 2) Alternative 2 is more complicated compare with other.
Conclusion: The alternative 2 is ruled out.  Alternative 1 and Alternative 3 are still open.
2   Text Proposal to TR 36.875 
FFS, TP is not yet provided
�This happens upon target side triggers
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