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1 Introduction
RAN2#76 further discussed the multiflow data split mechanism and skew handling ([1] ~ [7]), and the following agreements were reached:
RLC data split is adopted as data split option for inter-NodeB aggregation 

PDCP split will not be considered any more.

The RNC-centric RLC data split option should always be allowed. 

If any UE-centric solution is agreed, it should be possible for the network to enable/disable it. 

If any UE-centric solution is agreed, it should be possible to combine UE-centric and RNC-centric RLC data split solutions.

UE solutions will be considered further.

In this document, we will further discuss the multiflow skew handling and propose a way forward.
2 Discussion
It is believed that RNC-centric solution is sufficient for multiflow skew handling, and no other solutions need to be considered further, because:
1) By keep tracking of the cell over which data was transmitted, RNC-centric solution could effectively distinguish skew from genuine loss and handle the skew in all the scenarios;

2) During the study item stage, there were a lot of performance analyses and simulations on RNC-centric solution, but the UE-centric solution was not fully explored. This results in a risk to adopt the UE-centric solution;
3) RNC-centric solution is mostly based on the implementation and has no impacts on current standards (possible RAN3 impacts are FFS). However, this is not the case for the UE-centric solution, which brings unnecessary complexity to the UE side and in turn limit the implementation of the feature by the UEs and so the market penetration of the feature;
4) If the UE-centric solution is adopted, then most likely only some general principles for skew handling will be specified. As a consequence, on one hand it will increase the UE testing effort, on the other hand the UE performance might be compromised in the real deployment because of different UE implementations.
5) UE-centric solution doesn’t help to relieve network complexity, given that anyway RNC-centric solution will be implemented by the network to ensure the performance of Multiflow Data Transmission;
6) It is not practical to combine the UE-centric solution and the RNC-centric solution together and leave the network to enable/disable the UE-centric solution, because network will have no idea about when to do the enabling/disabling for a particular UE.
3 Conclusion

It is proposed RAN2 to discuss and agree on the following proposal regarding the way forward for multiflow skew handling:
Proposal: RNC-centric solution is sufficient for multiflow skew handling, and no other solutions need to be considered further.
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