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1	Introduction
In the previous RAN2#AH-1801 meeting the support of PDCP duplication for SRBs with CA was discussed and it was left FFS.
Agreements:
1. FFS Duplication is supported for SRBs for CA 

As previously discussed and agreed by RAN2, the PDCP duplication provides benefits in terms of latency and reliability. This contribution proposes to agree on support for this SRB feature since no additional complexity is introduced on top of DRB duplication.
2	Discussion
Considering the SRB duplication, when looking at the UP specifications impacts – namely PDCP, RLC, and MAC – there seems to be no impact to those specifications compared to DRB duplication:
-	PDCP transmit and receive operations are the same whether the duplication is CA or DC based, DRB or SRB based.
-	RLC does not care if it is a primary or secondary RLC entity.
-	MAC does not differentiate whether data is from SRB or DRB, the Logical Channel ID space is similarly shared and the LCID for SRBs and DRBs is configured by higher layers, ie., RRC. For DRB duplication, MAC needs to be aware of the DRB IDs configured with duplication given the MAC based (de-)activation – this knowledge is not required for SRBs.
Observation 1: There is no additional UP specification effort needed to support PDCP duplication for SRBs with CA compared to duplication for DRBs.
2.1	On the issues presented in [1]
Two potential issues were presented in [1] when PDCP duplication for SRBs with CA was considered:
	1.	SCell failure if SRB logical channels were allowed only to be configured to use SCells;
	2.	Logical channel ID allocation for the link of secondary RLC entity.
It seems clear the issue 1. is not a meaningful configuration and such thing has not been considered for DRBs either – the primary RLC entity should always be allowed to use PCell both for SRBs and DRBs.
Observation 2: SCell failure problem is not valid.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The issue 2. is based on the argument there is default LCID defined for SRB1, SRB2, and SRB3. However, as the ASN.1 signalling was built to support duplication in general, the RLC-Bearer-Config IE in the CellGroupConfig allows configuration of LogicalChannelIdentity similarly to SRBs as it is defined for DRBs. Hence, the signalling already supports allocating LCID for the secondary RLC entity – this can utilize the LCID space reserved for logical channels as currently defined in the MAC specification. Alternative option is to define default LCID also for secondary RLC entities for SRBs but that seems unnecessary.
Observation 3: Logical Channel ID configuration for the secondary RLC entity is already possible in the defined ASN.1 signalling regardless of whether it is configured for DRB or SRB.
3	Conclusion
As the analysis above show, there is no additional effort required to support PDCP duplication for SRBs with CA compared to the DRB case. Hence, it is proposed:
Proposal: PDCP duplication for SBRs with CA is supported.
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