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1	Introduction
RAN3#98 agreed to support exchange of Uplink configuration between dual-connectivity Master node and Secondary node as proposed in [1], serving the purpose of switching the uplink used on a split bearer.
During the same meeting, RAN2#100 agreed the following.
Agreements
1:	RRC Connection Reconfiguration that switches the uplink path can explicitly indicate (using existing indicators) whether the UE, for a given split bearer, shall perform re-establishment of an RLC and PDCP data recovery. 

Because RLC re-establishment needs to be performed (or not) on both the UE and network side, in this contribution we propose to add signalling to inform the node assisting a split bearer, whether or not to perform RLC re-establishment on the bearer when switching the uplink.
2	Discussion
The case in question is the following.
· On a split bearer, the assisting node has been configured to serve the uplink;
· The assisting node sends the U-plane signalling indication of Outage to the PDCP-hosting node;
· In response to this, the PDCP-hosting node decides to switch the uplink of the bearer from the assisting node to itself.
Here, by the RAN2 agreement quoted above, the PDCP-hosting node will decide whether the RLC of the assisting node is to be re-established at the switching (if yes, also the PDCP is to execute the Data-recovery procedure). The current signalling available on the X2/Xn does not seem to support indicating this information to the assisting node. The newly introduced IE PDCP change indication includes the code point PDCP data recovery required which “indicates that MeNB needs to perform PDCP data recovery”, so that does not seem to serve this purpose – also because the indication is currently per UE, not per bearer.
At least the following alternatives seem to be available:
A. Current code points of UL Configuration are split into cases indicating RLC re-establishment and no RLC re-establishment;
B. A new IE is introduced for this purpose.
Because UL Configuration is also included in SgNB/SN Addition Request, option A could cause confusion. For this reason, we propose the following.
Proposal:	In SN/SgNB Modification Request and SN/SgNB Modification Required, introduce a new per-bearer IE RLC Re-establishment required, applicable to split bearers to be modified that are terminated at the sender of the message.
3	Conclusion
In this paper, the impacts of the last-moment RAN2 decisions concerning RLC reset on EN-DC solution are presented. RAN2 decided that a together with the UL reconfiguration, the RLC may be reset. This needs to be executed at both ends, at the UE and at the network. This means further that the assisting node must be informed about the need. Since RLC reset applies only to reconfiguration after the connection is set up, it is proposed to add a flag to the modification procedures indicating the need. A CR introducing this solution is proposed in [2].
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