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1	Introduction
During RAN2#116e, the following agreements were made for the CP-CU separation topic:
	From RAN2#116-e
· The configuration of F1-C traffic on the indication of the the leg(s) used for transferring the F1-C traffic is configured to IAB-MT by a new field , e.g., f1c-TransferPath-r17  ENUMERATED {MCG, SCG, both}.
· As long as the BH RLC CH for F1-C on the indicated Cell Group is configured (the CG is indicated by the field f1c-TransferPath-r17), IAB node can be aware of whether to use F1-C transferring over BH or F1-C transferring over RRC, i.e. F1-C-over-BAP is selected as long as BH RLC CH for F1-C on the indicated CG is configured. 
· It is not necessary for IAB-node to be aware whether the gNB allows “F1 over BAP” or only allows “F1-C over RRC” during cell (re)selection, in case the gNB broadcasts iab-Support.
· ONLY SRB2 is used for F1-C transport in CP/UP-separation scenario 1.
· ONLY split SRB2 is used for F1-C transport in CP/UP-separation scenario 2
· FFS if For IAB-MT’s RRC message that carries F1-C/F1-C related traffic, the IAB-MT use split SRB2 via SCG in scenario 2 if f1c-TransferPath-r17 indicates ‘SCG’ or ‘both’ regardless of the primaryPath configuration. FFS on how to capture this in specs.
· FFS if In case the split SRB2 RRC message contains both F1-C traffic and other information unrelated to IAB, the IAB-MT follows the configuration of F1-C transfer path (if configured) to transmit this RRC message.




This paper discusses the remaining issues related to CP-CU separation for NR-DC scenario focusing on the FFS from last meeting and taking into account the current running CR [2].
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
In the LS [1] provided by RAN3 to RAN2, two scenarios were considered for the F1 CP-UP separation, which are illustrated in the two figures below.



[bookmark: _Ref85730218]Figure 1: Example for scenario 1
		 


Figure 2: Example for scenario 2

The first FFS to discuss is about scenario 2, and in particular on whether the IAB-MT should use split SRB2 via SCG in scenario 2 if f1c-TransferPath-r17 indicates ‘SCG’ or ‘both’ regardless of the primaryPath configuration. The primaryPath configuration is mainly used by the PDCP specification under the case of PDCP duplication deactivated. Hence, since this parameter does not affect only RRC, but also other specifications, it is important that the functionality of the primaryPath is left unchanged compared with legacy to minimize specification work. 
[bookmark: _Toc92788419]The primaryPath parameter is mainly used by the PDCP specification. RAN2 should avoid affecting the legacy functionality of this parameter to minimize specification work.
Additionally, we also note that when duplication is deactivated for the split SRB, only one RLC entity is used, i.e. the primary entity, because the usage of te ul-DataSplitThreshold is prevented for the SRB in the legacy specification.
[bookmark: _Toc92788420]When the PDCP duplication is deactivated, only the primary path can be used for the transmission of the split SRB, because the usage of the ul-DataSplitThreshold is prevented for SRB in legacy specifications.
Hence, it would just be enough for the CU to configure the primaryPath as SCG when the intention is that the IAB node transmits the F1-C message over RRC via the SCG. In the email discussion [3], it was argued that the split SRB may also be used to convey other RRC messages, and this may motivate to have a separate handling of the primary path for the F1-C traffic. However, it is not clear why the F1-C traffic should be treated differently, and why that should follow different paths with respect to other RRC messages in the scenario 2.
[bookmark: _Toc92216007][bookmark: _Toc92750015][bookmark: _Toc92788422]The network implementation ensures that when split SRB has to be used for the transmission of F1-C messages via RRC, the primaryPath is set to SCG.
This would also avoid discussing what happens when the RRC message contains both the F1-C related information and other RRC messages. Since the F1-C related information are carried in an RRC message over the SRB2, we do not see any strong reason to differentiate this message from others.
[bookmark: _Toc92216008][bookmark: _Toc92750016][bookmark: _Toc92788423]When split SRB2 is used, the F1-C related information are carried in an RRC message which should be treated as any other RRC message, i.e. it follows the primaryPath configuration. 
An other pending issue is whether there is the need to specify a default path configuration in case the f1c-TransferPath is not provided by the network. We do not have a strong view on this issue. In LTE, the default transfer path is the NR leg. However, in the LTE scenario, this is motivated by the fact that the donor CU is always in the NR leg. In NR-DC instead, the donor CU can either be placed in the MCG or in the SCG. For this reason, we have a slight preference to avoid specifying a default F1-C transfer path.
[bookmark: _Toc92216009][bookmark: _Toc92750017][bookmark: _Toc92788424]RAN2 does not specify a default transfer path for the case in which the f1c-TransferPathNRDC is not configured.
3	Conclusion
In the previous sections we made the following observations: 

Observation 1	The primaryPath parameter is mainly used by the PDCP specification. RAN2 should avoid affecting the legacy functionality of this parameter to minimize specification work.
Observation 2	When the PDCP duplication is deactivated, only the primary path can be used for the transmission of the split SRB, because the usage of the ul-DataSplitThreshold is prevented for SRB in legacy specifications.

Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:

Proposal 1	The network implementation ensures that when split SRB has to be used for the transmission of F1-C messages via RRC, the primaryPath is set to SCG.
Proposal 2	When split SRB2 is used, the F1-C related information are carried in an RRC message which should be treated as any other RRC message, i.e. it follows the primaryPath configuration.
Proposal 3	RAN2 does not specify a default transfer path for the case in which the f1c-TransferPathNRDC is not configured.
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