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1 Introduction

During RAN2#99bis, it was addressed that
Agreement

1 A note to provide guidance to the UE will be added (e.g. the UE should minimize transmission gap among the UL split bearer) 

2 When comparing with the PDCP split threshold the UE should take into account the PDCP data volume and RLC pre-processed data (e.g. pending data for transmission).  This is will be added in normative text.   

3 FFS if there is any issue on BSR reporting on the secondary leg. 

This paper is to discuss this issue on BSR reporting.
2 Discussion
For the FFS issue on BSR, the problem is mainly for the case that when the data volume is below the threshold, but there is data volume in RLC buffer of the non-prioritized leg (due to pre-processing to the non-poetized leg previously when above the threshold). For this case, there could be generally two alternatives on the table:
· Alt1: clear up the RLC buffer of the non-prioritized leg, and retransmit the pre-processed data via the prioritized leg, thus no need to report BSR for the non-prioritized leg;

· Alt2: report BSR to the non-prioritized leg, but only for the data volume in RLC buffer (PDCP data volume is still reported to prioritized leg);

Comparing the two alternatives, alternative 2 which requires no additional UE processing due to fluctuation of data volume is more straightforward. Alternative 1 is lack of motivation to do the re-transmission (please note that this case is different from UL path switching where the switching is triggered by channel quality fluctuation), and would results into discussion on further issues. For example, when re-transmit the data previously buffered in non-prioritized leg, how to handle the data pre-processed in RLC buffer of the prioritized leg, and further if the data volume becomes above the threshold soon afterwards, how to handle the ‘re-transmitted’ data which is previously in non-prioritized leg but now in prioritized leg.

Proposal 1 When below the threshold, not re-transmit the pre-processed data of the secondary leg via the primary leg.

Proposal 2 When below the threshold, allow BSR reporting to the secondary leg if there is data available in the RLC buffer of secondary leg.

3 Conclusion
We propose:
Proposal 1
When below the threshold, not re-transmit the pre-processed data of the secondary leg via the primary leg.
Proposal 2
When below the threshold, allow BSR reporting to the secondary leg if there is data available in the RLC buffer of secondary leg.
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