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In this contribution, we show our views on the following issue.
	1.	At deactivation, for primaryPath, ul-SplitThreshold, PDCP duplication:
-	rely on explicit signalling/reconfiguration for uplink data to go to MCG only; or
-	UE autonomous action to change parameters (and possibly restore at SCG activation); or
-	modify PDCP specification to ensure data submission to MCG leg(s) only
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In RAN2#116bis e-meeting, it was discussed how to transmit the data via MN while the SCG is deactivated for split bearer but it was not concluded yet. During the discussion, the following options were considered.
· Option 1. Rely on explicit signalling/reconfiguration for uplink data to go to MCG only
· The network ensures the change of the transmission path to the MCG leg using Reconfiguration before deactivating the SCG. Then, the network may change the transmission path after activating SCG.
· Option 2. UE autonomous action to change parameters (and possibly restore at SCG activation)
· The UE stores the configuration before changing the transmission path to the MCG leg when receiving the SCG deactivation. After that, if the UE receives the SCG activation, the UE reconfigures the stored configuration to change the transmission path.
· Option 3. modify PDCP specification to ensure data submission to MCG leg(s) only
· It is required that the PDCP entity knows whether the SCG is deactivated or not. It means that the RRC should indicate the SCG state to the PDCP entity and the PDCP entity changes the transmission path to the MCG. 

Option 1 is straightforward and should be mandatorily supported. This is because the network reconfigures the parameter, i.e., primaryPath, ul-SplitThreshold, PDCP duplication, and the UE just follows the network instruction. 
For Option 2 and Option 3, the similar approach was introduced to transmit the MCG failure report message via SCG leg. More specifically, when the MCG failure is detected, the UE autonomously changes the transmission path from MCG leg to the SCG leg without the reconfiguration. However, since the UE cannot receive the Reconfiguration message from the MN due to MCG failure, the UE autonomously changes the transmission path. 
Considering the above, all options are feasible. However, if the network controls the change of the transmission path, there is no reason to autonomously change the transmission path by the UE. In addition, since the network controls the SCG activation and de-activation, it is not a big overhead to control the transmission path by the network. Thus, we propose that the network ensures that the data transmission for split bearer sets to the MCG before de-activating the SCG.
Proposal 1. The network ensures that the data transmission for split bearer sets to the MCG before de-activating the SCG.
Conclusion
In this contribution, we show our view on how to transmit the data transmission to MN for split bearer at SCG de-activation and we propose the following proposals.  
Proposal 1. The network ensures that the data transmission for split bearer sets to the MCG before de-activating the SCG.


