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Discussion
1. Introduction
In the last RAN3 meeting, the description, benefits and justification of each option for functional split were discussed. In this contribution, we focus on Option 3-1 among functional split options and provide our view on it.
2. Discussion

In RAN3#93bis meeting, the followings were included into the cons part of Option 3-1 in [1]:

	Cons

…
-
DU needs to forward RLC PDUs back to CU to enable data retransmission in CU, which requires larger buffer in CU, and additional data transmission between DU and CU. Single SN for PDCP and RLC may need to be considered.


In the highlighted part, single SN for PDCP and RLC issue has been discussed from RAN2#95 meeting. This issue is to use a common SN for PDCP and RLC in NR UP instead of implementing separate SNs like in current LTE. When single SN for PDCP and RLC is applied in NR UP, header overhead can be reduced and SN extension is convenient and so on [2][3]. However, until now, there is no agreement for this issue in RAN2.
Observation 1: RAN2 has discussed single SN for PDCP and RLC issue, but there is no agreement for that until now.
The discussion on single SN for PDCP and RLC does not consider the certain functional split option. When to use separate SN and common SN for PDCP and RLC in NR UP, the implications for each case is currently discussing. So, after determining whether to use single SN for PDCP and RLC or not, applying this method to which functional split option may be considered.
Observation 2: The discussion on single SN for PDCP and RLC does not consider the certain functional split option.

Based on observations above, the following is proposed:
Proposal 1: Whether single SN for PDCP and RLC in Option 3-1 needs to be considered or not is pending to RAN2 progress.
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we focused on Option 3-1 among functional split options and provided our view on it. The following proposals are kindly suggested to RAN3:
Proposal 1: Whether single SN for PDCP and RLC in Option 3-1 needs to be considered or not is pending to RAN2 progress.
Proposal 2: It is proposed to agree the TP [4] for TR 38.801.
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