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1	Introduction
To enable MCG failure recovery over SRB3, RAN3#105bis agreed the following.
In X2AP and XnAP, the RRC TRANSFER is updated to carry the MN RRC messages MCGFailureInformation (addressed to MN) and RRC Reconfiguration or RRC Release (addressed to UE).

This contribution further discusses use of SRB3 for MCG recovery.
2	Discussion
2.1	Extension to RRC TRANSFER
In the current X2AP and XnAP, the RRC TRANSFER defined for the purpose of (EN)-DC has two optinally present sequences named “Split SRB” and “NR UE Report”. In their present forms, neither is usable for MCG failure recovery: the former because it carries PDCP PDUs in both directions, and the latter because it carries messages addressed to the SN RRC.
For this reason, it seems simplest to define a new sequence separate from the existing ones. This will also help separating the new functionality from the existing one. 
Proposal 1:	In X2AP and XnAP RRC TRANSFER messages, a new sequence “MCG Failure” is introduced for carrying the uplink and downlink messages related to MCG recovery.
2.2	MN-SN coordination
RAN2#107bis (Chongqing) agreed that “MCG failure recovery can be configured by the network”. The motivation is to prevent UE wasting time with a network not supporting the feature. Accordingly, also use of SRB3 for the procedure should be configurable by the SN, as we propose in our RAN2 contribution [1].
It is possible that in SN/SgNB Addition Request Acknowledge, the SN rejects proposed configuration of split SRB1, ruling it out as candidate for MCGFailureInformation. In this case, it is beneficial for MN to know whether the SN has configured SRB3 as eligible for the UE to transmit MCGFailureInformation, because:
-	it is necessary for the MN to generate a UE configuration that is consistent with that generated by the SN; for example, to configure the new timer T316 whose expiry, after sending MCGFailureInformation, leads the UE to fall back to RRC Re-establishment, only when the SRBs configured to the UE allow it to send MCGFailureInformation in the first place;
-	knowing whether or not to expect MCGFailureInformation from the UE helps the MN with determination and handling of UE RLF; MCGFailureInformation will contain the latest measurement results from the UE, so even if the MN detects RLF toward the UE, waiting for the MCGFailureInformation may allow the MN to trigger a well-informed RRC Reconfiguraiton of the UE.
Proposal 2:	SN/SgNB Addition Request Acknowledge is amended to indicate whether SN has configured SRB3 as eligible for MCGFailureInformation.
This part of the solution may be marked as “FFS”, until RAN2 confirms the SN may configure the UE to use SRB3.
3	Conclusion
In this paper, we continue the discussion from the last meeting, about the support for the delivery of MCG failure information via SRB3. We make two proposals:
1) In X2AP and XnAP RRC TRANSFER messages, a new sequence “MCG Failure” is introduced for carrying the uplink and downlink messages related to MCG recovery.
2) SN/SgNB Addition Request Acknowledge is amended to indicate whether SN has configured SRB3 as eligible for MCGFailureInformation.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Based on this, we provide also 3 CRs: for XnAP [2], X2AP [3] and for the stage-2 of inter-RAT DC [4]. These CRs may also be endorsed as BL CRs for this part of IIoT WI.
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