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1. Introduction
UE-AMBR is an issue to solve for LTE/NR interworking option 7. This paper is to investigate this issue and the corresponding proposal is also provided.
2. Discussion
In legacy, the UE AMBR is decided by EPC and signaled to RAN. Now in 5G, the UE-AMBR is decided by RAN, for which the following parameters should be sent to RAN node: 
· Subscribed UE-AMBR
· Session AMBR
Based on the parameters above, RAN node decides the UE-AMBR. 
There may have two solutions on how to decide the UE-AMBR for MN and SN, given as follows: 
· Solution 1:	MN decides the portion of SN UE-AMBR based on its UE-AMBR and sends it to SN node (legacy LTE DC like scheme)
· Solution 2:	Coordination based scheme: 
· MN provide an initial UE-AMBR to SN, the Subscribed UE-AMBR and session AMBR may also be transmitted to SN
· SN can provide a new UE-AMBR to MN based on its information (e.g., load, arriving data rate, buffer size), especially for SCG Split bearer SN should decide how many packets should be split to MN
· MN can decide whether to accept the received UE-AMBR. If yes, it use the received UE-AMBR in its side especially for SCG Split bearer case. 
Solution 1 is a hard decision based scheme. It may not be good as we discussed it in Rel-12/13 for legacy DC. That is, it may not be the most suitable in the time based on changing radio and load conditions with two possible consequences: 
· If the current SCG UE AMBR cannot be met in SN, the MN may unnecessary limit itself at the MCG UE AMBR resulting in an overall suboptimal bit rate delivered to the end user
· If instead the SN could serve a higher bit rate than the SCG UE AMBR, the MN doesn’t know it which either result in a suboptimal bit rate delivered to the UE or simply to unnecessary loading the MN. 
Solution 2 is better from that point of view, which gives the possibility to SN to negotiate the suitable UE-AMBR. Especially for SCG Split bearer, the SN should decide how many packets should be split to MN. It is the most suitable node to decide the UE-AMBR since it knows better arriving data rate, buffer size, radio quality and load situation in its side. 
Based on the analysis above, the following proposal is suggested to RAN3: 
Proposal): To take the solution 2, i.e., Coordination based scheme, as the baseline for solving UE-AMBR issue in option 7 family.  
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, the UE AMBR issue was investigated. The following proposal is suggested to RAN3:
Proposal): To take the solution 2, i.e., Coordination based scheme, as the baseline for solving UE-AMBR issue in option 7 family.  
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