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1.	Introduction
In Rel-15, UE can be configured with SRB3 to support SN RRC messages to be sent directly between the SN and UE. In this contribution, we provide our views on the support of SRB3 for MR-DC and NR-NR DC.
Discussion
SRB3 was introduced to allow fast signaling between SN and UE for procedures including SN specific reconfiguration to the UE and measurement report which do not involving MN.
For EN-DC scenario, compared with SN RRC message embedded in MCG RRC message, there is no X2 interface latency and lower radio interface latency for SRB3 RRC message, which is especially benefit for mobility within the SN for NR high frequency range with beamforming scenarios.
With regards to NG EN-DC, from the support of SRB3 viewpoint, there seems not a considerable difference with EN-DC. And in fact, several stage-2 agreements made for EN-DC are also agreed to be applied to NG EN-DC [1]. 
With regards to NE-DC, with LTE acted as SN, there is no strong requirement for fast signaling between SN and UE to improve mobility performance. Therefore at RAN2 #AH-1706, the following agreement was made:
SCG SRB is not supported on LTE (i.e. for NE-DC)

Observation 1: SRB3 is supported for NG EN-DC.
Observation 2: SRB3 is not supported for NE-DC.
With regards to NR-NR DC, the radio transmission latency is the same for MCG SRB and SCG SRB. Since Xw interface brings additional latency, the SN RRC message transmitted by SRB3 is of lower latency compared with embedded in MCG RRC messages, especially for non-ideal backhaul scenarios. Besides, support of SRB3 for NR-NR DC will not bring much specification impact, which can take EN-DC as baseline. 
Observation 3: For NR-NR DC, the SN RRC message transmitted by SRB3 is of lower latency compared with embedded in MCG RRC messages.
Proposal:  SRB3 is supported for NR-NR DC.
3.	Conclusion
In the contribution, the support of SRB3 for MR-DC and NR-NR DC is analyzed, and the following observations and proposal:
Observation 1:  SRB3 is supported for NG EN-DC.
Observation 2: SRB3 is not supported for NE-DC.
Observation 3: For NR-NR DC, the SN RRC message transmitted by SRB3 is of lower latency compared with embedded in MCG RRC messages.
 
Proposal: SRB3 is supported for NR-NR DC.
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