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1   Introduction
In RAN2 #97 meeting, it was agreed to support MCG split SRB for EN-DC and some related agreements were made during RAN2 #97bis meeting:
Agreements

1: Split SRB is supported for both SRB1 and SRB2. (Split SRB is not supported for SRB0)

2: Split SRB should be decided and configured by MN in SeNB addition and/or Modification procedure, with SN configuration part provided by SN. (RAN3 can discuss whether there are cases where the SN may need to reject the split SRB configuration)

3:
For MCG split SRB, in downlink, selection of transmission path depends on network implementation.

In last RAN3 meeting, it has been agreed to transfer the SRBs over CP. Based on the above, we will further analyse the RAN3 impact in this contribution and provide the corresponding proposals.
2   Discussion
As agreed in RAN2, the split SRB1 and SRB2 should be configured by MN in SN addition and/or modification procedure. From RAN3 perspective, the related indications should be added in the SN addition/modification request messages for the split SRB1 and SRB2 respectively. Correspondingly, the SN shall make the decision on whether to accept the establishment of SRB1S and SRB2S, which are the legs of MCG SRB1 and SRB2 on SN. 
Proposal 1: The indications of SRB1 and SRB2 should be carried in SN addition/modification request messages to configure split SRB1 and split SRB2 respectively.

Also as agreed in RAN2, the split SRB should be decided and configured by MN. When the MN triggers the split SRB establishment, the SN needs to have the capability to reject the split SRB configuration, similar as it rejects the DRB configuration. Therefore, we propose that:

Proposal 2: When MN triggers the split SRB establishment, the SN should be able to reject the split SRB configuration. 
If configured, the MN should be able to request to release the configuration of the established MCG split SRBs and this can be performed during the SN modification/ release request procedures. Upon reception of the release request, the SN has to accept. In addition, the SN should also be able to request to release the MCG split SRBs and it can be performed during the SN initiated SN modification/release procedures.
Proposal 3: The MCG split SRBs can be released during SN modification/release procedure requested by either MN or SN and it should not be rejected.
In RAN2, it has been agreed that SRB3 will be defined for SCG SRB and in NSA NR, the NR SRB1 and SRB2 will not be configured for the UE. Upon this assumption, there could be two options for the configuration of the SRB1S and SRB2S:
a) SN generates configurations for SRB1S and SRB2S.
b) Reuse NR SRB1 and NR SRB2 configurations for SRB1S and SRB2S.
From the perspective of NR, if a) was agreed, it means that another 2 SRBs, i.e., SRB1S and SRB2S, should be introduced in NR specification. It seems complicated and will introduce extra standards work by discussing the configuration of the SRB1S and SRB2S. Considering that there will be SRB1 and SRB2 in the NR specification the NR SRB1 and SRB2 are not used in NSA cases, it could be feasible and beneficial to reuse the SRB1 and SRB2 related configurations, including the RLC and logical channel configurations for SRB1S and SRB2S in NSA cases.

Proposal 4: SRB1S and SRB2S should reuse the configurations of NR SRB1 and SRB2.
As it was agreed that the transmission of the MCG split SRBs should be via the CP and no existing procedures can be reused. Therefore, we need to introduce a new X2AP message to transfer the PDCP-C PDU from MN to SN. From the perspective of forward compatibility, it is better to define a general message to enable the message transferring. To support the agreed MCG split SRBs, at least SRB1 and SRB2 indications should be included in this message.
Proposal 5: Introduce a new message for MN to transfer MCG split SRBs to SN, which includes the indications for MCG split SRB1 and MCG split SRB2.

3   Conclusion
In this contribution, the discussion on the support of MCG split SRBs was performed and some related proposals were provided:
Proposal 1: The indications of SRB1 and SRB2 should be carried in SN addition/modification request messages to configure split SRB1 and split SRB2 respectively.

Proposal 2: When MN triggers the split SRB establishment, the SN needs to have the capability to reject the split SRB configuration. 
Proposal 3: The MCG split SRBs can be released during SN modification/release procedure requested by either MN or SN and it should not be rejected.

Proposal 4: SRB1S and SRB2S should reuse the configurations of NR SRB1 and SRB2.
The related TP is provided in [1] for the establishment/release of MCG split SRBs.
Proposal 5: Introduce a new message for MN to transfer MCG split SRBs to SN, which includes the indications for MCG split SRB1 and MCG split SRB2.
The corresponding TP is provided in [2] for the transmission of MCG split SRBs.
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