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1. Text Proposal

----------------Start of the First Change---------------
[bookmark: _Toc467872049][bookmark: _Toc467872193][bookmark: _Toc473295337]10.1.2.4.1	Evaluation on SCG split bearer
The following evaluation can be considered for the analysis of this bearer type:
-	Signalling between Master node and Secondary node
-	The backhaul of Xx interface
-	The Xx interface has to offer sufficient capacity to cope with LTE bitrates.
-	Signalling between Master node and Secondary node to CN due to mobility in/out of Secondary node coverage
-	Not hidden to CN
The following evaluation can be considered for the analysis of this bearer type:
Signalling between Master node and Secondary node 
The following additional functions need to be supported on top of LTE Dual Connectivity specified in TS 36.300 [12].
-	LTE eNB (MeNB) provides its tunnel endpoint information in SENB ADDITION REQUEST or SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST message to receive DL data transmission from the gNB;
-	gNB (SeNB) provides its tunnel endpoint information in SENB ADDITION REQUEST ACKNOWLEDGE or SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST ACKNOWLEDGE message to receive UL data transmission from the LTE eNB;
-	Flow control procedure needs to be applied to the other direction, i.e. LTE eNB signals DL DATA DELIVERY STATUS to the gNB, and the gNB signals DL USER DATA to the LTE eNB. This requires gNB to have a function on deciding the portion of flow split to master LTE eNB.
There is no difference on the number of signalling messages between SCG bearer and SCG split bearer with some enhancements to LTE DC specification.
The following issue should be solved: 
· How does MeNB decide the bearer type, i.e., SCG bearer or SCG split bearer, for SCG addition?
NOTE: The details can be discussed in normative phase.

----------------End of the First Change---------------

----------------Start of the Second Change---------------
10.1.2.4.x	Conclusion on the evaluation of SCG split bearer
SCG split bearer in Option 3x is evaluated with the following considerations from RAN3 point of view: 
· From signalling between Master node and Secondary node point of views, enhancements are needed on top of LTE DC. 
· From the backhaul of Xx interface point of view, it has to offer sufficient capacity to cope with LTE bitrates
· From signalling to CN point of view, there is no difference from SCG split bearer and SCG bearer. But it requires more signalling compared with MCG split bearer option. 

----------------End of the First Change---------------

