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1. Introduction
In the last RAN3 meeting, for dynamic change between PTP and PTM for UEs in RRC_CONNECTED state, the working assumption was as follows:
	For the RAN2 agreed split MRB bearer with a common PDCP: 

WA: For the RAN2 agreed split MRB bearer with a common PDCP: the decision of using PTP (RLC leg) or PTM (RLC leg) is made by the gNB-DU


In this contribution, we focus on whether the working assumption that the decision of using PTP or PTM is made by the gNB-DU can be changed as an agreement and provide our view on it.

2. Discussion
In RAN2#113bis-e meeting, for dynamic PTP PTM switch, the following was agreed [1]:

	Agreements

Chair: NOTE that the below agreements are only based on architecture decisions so far. The reliability discussion not concluded yet i.e. other cases than RLC UM + RLC UM. PTM PTP switch for such other cases is FFS

· Dynamic PTM/PTP switch is supported for a split MRB bearer (type) with a common (single) PDCP entity.


In above agreement, a split MRB bearer with a common PDCP entity is illustrated as below [2]:

[image: image1]
Figure 1. Split MRB bearer with a common PDCP entity
Based on RAN2 agreement above, in the last RAN3 meeting, which node determines using PTP or PTM was discussed and the following working assumption was made:
	WA: For the RAN2 agreed split MRB bearer with a common PDCP: the decision of using PTP (RLC leg) or PTM (RLC leg) is made by the gNB-DU


Considering Figure 1 and working assumption, our understanding for PTP-PTM switching process is as follows:
· Step 1: When to receive the request for session start of the MBS from the CN, the gNB-CU and the gNB-DU configures the MRB using F1 signaling and the gNB-CU provides this MRB configuration to the UEs which have joined the MBS using RRC signaling. Then, the gNB-CU starts data transmission toward PTM leg.
· Step 2: For a given UE, if the gNB-DU can detect that the MRB’s QoS requirements are not met via PTM, according to the working assumption, it determines switching to PTP.
· Step 3: The gNB-DU indicates to the gNB-CU its switching decision so that the gNB-CU transmits the data for a given UE toward PTP leg.
As described in Step 3, switching data transmission toward PTP leg is performed by the gNB-CU even though the decision of switching to PTP is made by the gNB-DU. So, the gNB-DU should inform the gNB-CU of switching decision.
Proposal 1: Switching decision between PTM and PTP should be indicated to the gNB-CU.

If Proposal 1 is acceptable, working assumption for the decision of using PTP or PTM, which was reached in the last RAN3 meeting, can be an agreement.
Proposal 2: If Proposal 1 is acceptable, working assumption for the decision of using PTP or PTM can be changed as an agreement.
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we focused on whether the working assumption that the decision of using PTP or PTM is made by the gNB-DU can be changed as an agreement and provided our view on it. The following proposals are kindly suggested to RAN3:
Proposal 1: Switching decision between PTM and PTP should be indicated to the gNB-CU.

Proposal 2: If Proposal 1 is acceptable, working assumption for the decision of using PTP or PTM can be changed as an agreement.
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