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Introduction
The draft of the RAN3 TR 38.801 [1] captures 8 functional split options between central and distributed units, which are provided in Figure 1.   


Figure 1 - Function Splits Under consideration between central and distributed unit
Additionally, there are different variants of Options 2, 3, and 7 under consideration.     Many of the benefits of these preferred splits have been captured in the draft RAN3 TR 38.801.  
This contribution restates and summarizes our views on the preferred CU-DU splits to be standardized.   

Discussion on Preferred High Layer and Lower Layer Splits
For the higher layer functional split, from the analysis performed, Option 3-1 has the advantage of potentially providing the best performance under non-ideal transport conditions, better flow control, and can facilitate traffic aggregation and management as well as delivering centralization gains.    
On the lower layer, Option 7 can deliver joint processing gains, support traffic aggregation and management, and can reduce the front haul requirements.   For the uplink, utilizing Option 7-1 provides the clear advantage that advanced receiver designs are supported, which is essential for NR.      
Additional details and rationale on these split preferences have already been provided in [2] and [3].  
Thus, our preference for the CU-DU split options to be standardized are:
· Option 3-1 (High RLC/Low RLC) 
· Option 7 With Asymmetric Split for Uplink and Downlink, specifically:
· Option 7-1 for Uplink
· Option 7-2 for Downlink
 
Summary of Preferred Options for CU-DU Standardized Functional Splits 
Based on the discussion and observations above, we propose that the following functional splits be standardized: 
· Option 3-1 (High RLC/Low RLC) 
· Option 7 with Asymmetric Split for Uplink and Downlink, specifically:
· Option 7-1 for Uplink
· Option 7-2 for Downlink
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