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1	Introduction
During the last meeting, LCH re-association was discussed the following agreement was achieved:
	· We clarify NOTE1 as follows:
NOTE 1:	For DRB and SRB, the network does not re-associate an already configured logical channel with another radio bearer. For MRB, the network does not re-associate an already configured logical channel with DRB or SRB.
· Discuss during CR review whether “Hence servedRadioBearer is not present in this case.” Needs to be removed in this case.
· Can consider further clarification on not allowing re-association to other MRBs during CR discussion if agreeable.


In this contribution, we will further discuss whether LCH re-association to another MRB is allowed. 
2 Discussion
In the latest RRC spec, it is specified as follows:
	· NOTE 1:	For DRB and SRB, the network does not re-associate an already configured logical channel with another radio bearer. For MRB, the network does not re-associate an already configured logical channel with DRB or SRB. Hence servedRadioBearer is not present in this case.


During the discussion and CR review in last meeting [1], there seems different understandings regarding whether to allow an already configured MRB logical channel to be re-associated to a new MRB. Some companies think the current wording is enough while some companies have concern that the current wording indicates that re-associating an already configured MRB logical channel to a new MRB is allowed. By “a new MRB”, it includes the following two cases:
Case 1: The original MRB is not changed but only the MRB ID is changed via mrb-IdentityNew-r17 (i.e. an existing and the same PDCP entity is still used).
Case 2: A new MRB is established with a new mrb-Identity-r17 and new configuration, e.g. PDCP-Config-r17 (i.e. a new PDCP entity is established).      
In our understanding, for case 1, it is allowed to “re-associate” the already configured MRB logical channel to the same MRB with only a new MRB ID. In fact, as the MRB is not changed, the association itself between LCH and this MRB is not changed either. It is just the MRB ID used to identify this association that is changed. 
For case 2, however, it is a totally different case. It means the old MRB is released and a new MRB is established. In this case, allowing the original MRB logical channel to be re-associated to the new MRB is not aligned with the principle for DRB and SRB as indicated by the original NOTE 1. The stored data/segments in the old RLC entity may be accidently delivered to the new MRB. For DRB/SRB, if the network wants to reuse the logical channel with the same LCH ID as used for the released RB, the logical channel needs to be released and established again. We think we should reuse the same principle for MRB. So we propose:
Proposal: Clarify that an already configured MRB logical channel is not allowed to be re-associated to another MRB (i.e. another PDCP entity).
The note can be modified as follows to address this:
	· NOTE 1:	For DRB and SRB, the network does not re-associate an already configured logical channel with another radio bearer. For MRB, the network does not re-associate an already configured logical channel with DRB or SRB or another MRB (i.e. another PDCP entity). Hence servedRadioBearer is not present in this case.



3	Conclusions
In this contribution, we discussed LCH re-association for MRB. Based on our discussion, we conclude with the following proposal:
Proposal: Clarify that an already configured MRB logical channel is not allowed to be re-associated to another MRB (i.e. another PDCP entity).
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