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1. Introduction
In last meeting, we made a little bit progress on SCG Split bearer. This paper is to evaluate it more and make a conclusion on this bearer type. 
2. Discussion
In the last meeting, we have evaluated partially on the SCG Split bearer from RAN3 point of view, which are given as follows: 
The following evaluation can be considered for the analysis of this bearer type:
-	Signaling between Master node and Secondary node
-	The backhaul of Xx interface
-	The Xx interface has to offer sufficient capacity to cope with LTE bitrates.
-	Signaling to CN due to mobility in/out of Secondary node coverage.
-	Not hidden to CN

2.1 Signaling between master node and secondary node
Three bullets on the additional functions to be supported were captured on top of LTE DC in TS 36.300, one of which is that given as follows: 
· Flow control procedure needs to be applied to the other direction, i.e. LTE eNB signals DL DATA DELIVERY STATUS to the gNB, and the gNB signals DL USER DATA to the LTE eNB.
On this point, it is obvious that gNB is the node to decide the portion of data packets that should be split to the master mode LTE eNB. This is different from the legacy LTE DC, in which it is always the master node to decide the flow split to secondary node. 
Observation 1): From user plane point of view, gNB decides the portion of flow split to a master LTE eNB, which is different from the legacy LTE DC. 
Proposal 1): To update the bullet above for reflecting this point.  

From use case point of view, SCG split bearer can be used in case that the gNB is overloaded or in deep fades compared to SCG bearer. Thus one issue to be solved is how the MeNB decides which bearer type should be added since the accurate load situation is only clearly known by gNB. 
Proposal 2): To capture the following issue into TR: 
· How does MeNB decide the bearer type, SCG bearer or SCG split bearer, for SCG addition?   

2.2 Conclusion on the evaluation of SCG split bearer
Based on the evaluation captured in last meeting and the analysis above, a conclusion is proposed as follows: 
· SCG split bearer in Option 3x is evaluated with the following considerations from RAN3 point of view: 
· From signalling between Master node and Secondary node point of views, enhancements are needed on top of LTE DC. 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]From the backhaul of Xx interface point of view, it has to offer sufficient capacity to cope with LTE bitrates
· From signalling to CN point of view, there is no difference from SCG split bearer and SCG bearer. But it requires more signalling compared with MCG split bearer option.

Proposal 3): To capture the conclusion above into TR for SCG split bearer.  
Proposal 4): To capture Text Proposal in [3] into TR 38.801. 
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, the evaluation was further performed for SCG split bearer and the conclusion is also proposed. The following proposals are suggested to RAN3:
Observation 1): From user plane point of view, gNB decides the portion of flow split to a master LTE eNB, which is different from the legacy LTE DC. 
Proposal 1): To update the bullet above for reflecting this point.  
Proposal 2): To capture the following issue into TR: 
· How does MeNB decide the bearer type, SCG bearer or SCG split bearer, for SCG addition?   
Proposal 3): To capture the conclusion above into TR for SCG split bearer.  
Proposal 4): To capture Text Proposal in [3] into TR 38.801. 
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