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1 Introduction

In this contribution, we discuss remaining issues regarding split SRB and SRB3 support for MR-DC.
2 Discussion
In EN-DC, both split SRB and SRB3 are supported. In NE-DC and NGEN-DC, RAN2 has not discussed whether split SRB and SRB3 should be supported. 

SRB3
The original motivation to support SRB3 is to enhance NR mobility performance. The performance gain comes from the fact that the latency at SN (NR) operating at higher frequency is considerably shorter than at MN (LTE). It is potentially beneficial to have faster measurement reporting on NR to enhance the performance during mobility. 

Observation 1: The original motivation of supporting SRB3 is enhancing NR mobility performance at high frequency.

The same does not apply in NE-DC. In NE-DC, SN (LTE) is unlikely to have shorter latency than the MN (NR). In addition, LTE currently does not support SRB3 as SN and therefore introducing SRB3 in NE-DC case requires further specification effort.
Observation 2: In NE-DC, the SN has higher latency than MN.

As a result, we do not see the motivation to support SRB3 in NE-DC case and propose SRB3 support is not considered for NE-DC. 
Proposal 1: SRB3 for NE-DC is not supported.

On the other hand, in NGEN-DC, SRB3 has similar benefit as in EN-DC and the stage 3 specification is readily available. Therefore, it is natural to support SRB3 in NGEN-DC.
Proposal 2: SRB3 for NGEN-DC is supported.

Split SRB

Split SRB is originally proposed in EN-DC to improve the robustness of mobility procedure, e.g. to use PDCP duplication when DC is configured. This is also agreed to be supported in NR-NR DC in the context of SA. Similar benefits can be seen in MR-DC, as enhanced robustness is beneficial for all mobility cases across RATs. Therefore, we propose to continue to support split SRB in MR-DC. 
Proposal 3: Split SRB is supported for MR-DC.
3 Summary
Based on the above discussions, we recommend RAN2 discusses the following proposals:
Observation 1: The original motivation of supporting SRB3 is enhancing NR mobility performance at high frequency.
Observation 2: In NE-DC, the SN has higher latency than MN.

Proposal 1: SRB3 for NE-DC is not supported.

Proposal 2: SRB3 for NGEN-DC is supported.

Proposal 3: Split SRB is supported for MR-DC.
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