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Introduction
In RAN2#107, it was discussed whether dynamic LCH-to-Cell restriction is supported, and it was concluded that LCP restriction is not dynamically changed. However, there is a remaining FFS for CA duplication as follows.
	The number of copies generated is equal to the number of active RLC entities, i.e. one copy per leg/RLC entity, and active/inactive state is determined by MAC CE.
The network provides in RRC only one LCH cell restriction configuration per LCH, like in Rel-15. Changes to LCH cell restriction configuration is only possible via RRC.
At PDCP duplication, application of the configured cell restrictions are not dynamically changed upon activation or deactivation of PDCP duplication beyond Rel-15. (FFS the case of CA duplication)
The MAC CE signaling structure is either:
a.	Per DRB signaling with the activation status of the associated RLC entities, or
b.	All DRBs with the activation status of the associated RLC entities for each DRB
A new LCID is used for the Rel-16 MAC CE controlling PDCP duplication.



In this contribution, we show our views on FFS point. 
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In Rel-15, when CA duplication is deactivated, LCH-to-Cell restriction of the logical channels for CA duplication is lifted. However, some companies had a concern that if LCH-to-Cell restriction is lifted after the de-activation of CA duplication, the PDCP PDUs associated with URLLC traffic can be transmitted on any serving cells, and it would have impact on QoS requirement of a RB. 
With the above reason, in the contribution [1], it was proposed that when CA duplication is deactivated, the combined LCH-to-Cell restriction should be used in order to restrict the cells that PDCP PDUs are transmitted. 
However, RAN2 already agreed that the LCH-to-Cell restriction is not dynamically changed in DC duplication. That is, if DC duplication is configured, the PDCP PDU is always transmitted on the restricted serving cells even when the PDCP duplication is de-activated.
If the same principle is applied to CA duplication, the UE transmits the PDCP PDUs on the restricted serving cells even when the PDCP duplication is de-activated. Then, the concerns that PDCP PDUs associated with URLLC traffic can be transmitted on any serving cells would be resolved. 
Based on the above reasoning, we think that the last meeting agreement on LCH-to-Cell restriction should be applied to CA duplication as well.
Proposal. The LCH-to-Cell restriction is not dynamically changed even for CA duplication case. 
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[bookmark: _Toc450908196][bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery]In this contribution, we show an issue related to the LCH-to-Cell restriction for CA duplication. Based on the above discussion, we propose followings.
Proposal. The LCH-to-Cell restriction is not dynamically changed even for CA duplication case. 
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