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1	Introduction
In the last RAN2#107bis meeting, the following agreements have been taken regarding the on-demand SIB(s) request for UEs in RRC_CONNECTED:
1:	The on-demand SI request message sent by the UE in RRC_CONNECTED is per SIB. A single message can request multiple SIBs.
2:	For SIBs that need change notification, Rel-15 approach in NR for SI change notification is re-used for on-demand SI request in Rel-16
3:	Upon receiving the on-demand SIB request by the UE, the network responds with an RRCReconfiguration message that includes the requested SIBs (if these are send via dedicated signalling) but no indication about which SIBs are broadcasted.
4:	no mechanism (e.g., prohibit timer) to limit the UE of triggering the on-demand SI procedure too frequently while in RRC_CONNECTED is supported
5:	it is up to network implementation to make sure that the size of a message containing requested SIBs does not exceed the PDCP SDU limitation in NR of 9000 bytes
6:	For now we leave positioning out, it seems unclear whether the above it applicable for positioning, to be ironed out in the positioning session. 

However, during the discussion of the stage-3 running CR in the email discussion in [1] it was still unclear whether the UE is allowed to send the on-demand SIB request via SRB3 or not. In this contribution, we discuss this aspect and provide possible benefits for adoption it.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
In NR Rel-15, the SRB3 was designed to reduce the latency of RRC signalling from the SN and the split SRB1, on the other hand, was designed mostly for reliability.  Whether to configure the split SRB1 or the SRB3 is a network choice.
[bookmark: _Ref189046994]According to the current agreement regarding the on-demand SIB(s) request for RRC_CONNECTED, it is unclear whether the UE can send the request via the SRB3. However, since the SRB3 has been specified for latencies purposes, allowing the UE to send the on-demand SIB request over SRB3 would help to get timely information. This is particular good in the dual connectivity scenario where UE can make the request with ease.
[bookmark: _Toc24061600]Allowing the UE to send the on-demand SIB(s) request via SRB3 may bring benefits in term of latency and to get timely assistance information.
Further, the use of SRB3 may come handy in those situations where the SRB1 towards the MN is particularly congested and the on-demand SIB(s) request sent by the UE may reach the network with considerable delay. Therefore, we see some benefits for allowing the UE of using SRB3.
[bookmark: _Toc24061603]The UE in RRC_CONNECTED is allowed to send the on-demand SIB(s) request via SRB3, if configured.
Given that the UE is allowed to use the SRB3, the next open issue is which one to choose, in case both SRB1 and SRB3 are available. Here, we have different options to handle this:
1. If SRB1 and SRB3 are available, the on-demand SIB(s) request is always sent via SRB1
2. If SRB1 and SRB3 are available, the on-demand SIB(s) request is always sent via SRB3
3. The network indicates the UE which SRB should be used for sending the on-demand SIB(s) request.
Even if the all three options it may work, in order to have more flexibility for the network, would be good to go for Option3. This means that the network may decide to offload part of the UL traffic given by the UEs in RRC_CONNECTED requesting on-demand SIB(s) to the SRB3.
[bookmark: _Toc24061601]The network can use the SRB3 to offload the part of the UL traffic given by the UEs in RRC_CONNECTED requesting on-demand SIB(s).
On top of this, the UEs using the SRB3 would benefit by lower latencies and thus more timely assistance information from the network.
A further aspect that needs to be discussed is what RRC messages are used when the UE uses the SRB3 for sending the on-demand SIB(s) request. In such a case, since the destination of the request is the MN, the SN does not need to decode the message sent by the UE but it needs to just forward it. According to this principle, would be straightforward to re-use the ULInformationTransferMRDC and the DLInformationTransferMRDC (i.e., that will be introduced for the MCG fast recovery feature) as RRC message, and thus the UE simply embeds the MN RRC message referring to the SIB(s) request.
[bookmark: _Toc24061604]When sending the on-demand SIB(s) request via SRB3, the UE embeds the RRC message (for the MN) within the ULInformationTransferMRDC message.
[bookmark: _Toc24061605]When the UE sends the on-demand SIB(s) request via SRB3, the RRC transfer procedure is re-used to forward the RRC message from the SN to the MN (and vice versa).
[bookmark: _Toc24061606]The DLInformationTransferMRDC message is re-use if the SN needs to deliver the RRCReconfiguration message generated by the MN with the requested SIB(s).
[bookmark: _Toc24061607]Send LS to RAN3 to design X2/Xn signalling needed for supporting the on-demand SIB(s) request via SRB3.
However, upon receiving the SIB(s) request via RRC transfer procedure, the MN has basically two possible choices:
1. The requested SIB(s) are sent directly via SRB1 to the UE.
2. The MN generates the RRCReconfiguration message with the requested SIB(s) and sends it to the UE via the SN.
Given that both options are feasible, it should be up to the network implementation to choose how to deliver the requested SIB(s) to the UE and, thus, no network restrictions (or rule) should be specified regarding this aspect. Therefore, we propose:
[bookmark: _Toc24061608]Upon receiving the on-demand SIB(s) request, it is up to network implementation to choose on which SRB the requested SIB(s) are sent by the MN to the UE.
4	Conclusion
In the previous sections we made the following observations: 
Observation 1	Allowing the UE to send the on-demand SIB(s) request via SRB3 may bring benefits in term of latency and to get timely assistance information.
Observation 2	The network can use the SRB3 to offload the part of the UL traffic given by the UEs in RRC_CONNECTED requesting on-demand SIB(s).


Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	The UE in RRC_CONNECTED is allowed to send the on-demand SIB(s) request via SRB3, if configured.
Proposal 2	When sending the on-demand SIB(s) request via SRB3, the UE embeds the RRC message (for the MN) within the ULInformationTransferMRDC message.
Proposal 3	When the UE sends the on-demand SIB(s) request via SRB3, the RRC transfer procedure is re-used to forward the RRC message from the SN to the MN (and vice versa).
Proposal 4	The DLInformationTransferMRDC message is re-use if the SN needs to deliver the RRCReconfiguration message generated by the MN with the requested SIB(s).
Proposal 5	Send LS to RAN3 to design X2/Xn signalling needed for supporting the on-demand SIB(s) request via SRB3.
Proposal 6	Upon receiving the on-demand SIB(s) request, it is up to network implementation to choose on which SRB the requested SIB(s) are sent by the MN to the UE.
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