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1 Introduction

UP down-selection has been well progressed last meeting with only 2 options on the table now. The question would be whether RAN2 further narrows down to the single option or standardize both options.
2 Discussion
Having agreed on down-selection to 1A and 3C, followings would be possible way-forwards

1. Standardizing both 1A and 3C (either in the same release or in the different release)

2. Standardizing only 1A

3. Standardizing only 3C

In our view, standardizing both options is not the right way for RAN2 to go. In any case, standardizing multiple options enforces UE to implement all of them even when only one of them is used by the UE. There would be no valid use case in deploying both options in a network. Standardizing/implementing both would only increase the cost of UE. 
Standardizing multiple options for a feature is unaligned with RAN2’s working conventions. It is very exceptional to standardize multiple options for a single feature. 
In-time standardization is an important task. Standardizing multiple options would mean as much standardization resource spent on it. Table 1 summarize the impacts on the specification from 1A and 3C. If both are standardized, RAN2 would be forced to put much more efforts to address both architecture specific impacts of 1A and 3C together.  
<Table 1>
	
	1A
	3C

	Architecture specific impact
	Security

· SeNB key delivery
· Having two key sets

1A specific RRC message/procedure

· Providing additional security information

1A specific Xn message/procedure

· interaction between MME and S-GW for path switch
	New radio bearer structure

· One PDCP connected with two bi-directional RCL entities

Impacts on PDCP

· Reordering operation in PDCP reception
· Data splitting in PDCP transmission

Impacts on MAC

· Buffer Status Reporting should be redesigned to avoid redundant reporting of PDCP data

· Prioritized Bit Rate handling 

Flow control

· between SeNB and MeNB 

3C specific RRC message/procedure

· Providing bearer-split information to UE

	Common impact
	Impacts on MAC

· Buffer Status Reporting, Power Headroom Reporting, Random Access, Activation/deactivation, DRX etc

Impacts on RRC

· System Information provision, RLF handling, RRC message/procedure, Xn message/procedure


3 Conclusion
It is proposed to discuss the issue and make a decision whether both options are standardized or not. As indicated in the discussion section, we believe going for both options is the worst choice. 
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