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1 Introduction
In last RAN3 meeting, there are some discussions on the information that should be transferred between CU and DU. This contribution tries to make some analysis and give our proposals accordingly.   
2 Discussion
The configuration related information that should be transferred between CU and DU include two part i.e. dedicated configuration and common configuration. 
1) Dedicated configuration
In last RAN3 meeting, it is agreed that MAC parameters (e.g. BSR, PHR, HARQ, DRX, pending RAN2) should be controlled by DU. FFS whether longDRX-Cycle and shortDRX-Cycle (there may be others) should be controlled by CU. Physical layer parameters should be controlled by DU

For the FFS on longDRX-Cycle and shortDRX-Cycle, since it is the common understanding that UE capability and QOS information would be transferred to DU, there is no obstacle for DU to control the parameters. So, we have the first proposal
Proposal1: The dedicated RLC/MAC/L1 parameters are controlled by DU.
Based on proposal 1,DU needs to transfer the dedicated RLC/MAC/L1 configuration to CU and then CU would construct the RRC message and send to UE.Currently,RAN2 is discussing on the definition of L2/L1 parameters, to avoid duplicated job, it is proposed to ask RAN2 to define an inter-node RRC container which includes the dedicated RLC/MAC/L1 parameters, then RAN3 spec could refer to 38.331
Proposal 2: It is proposed to define an inter-node RRC container which includes the RLC/MAC/L1 parameters.
Since for both SA and NSA scenario, the dedicated configuration should be transferred between CU and DU, the above 2 proposals apply to both of the scenarios.

2) Common configuration
For common configuration, we would analyze the NSA scenario and SA scenario separately.

NSA Scenario:
Common configuration needed for NSA scenario is defined in RadioResourceConfigCommonPSCell and RadioResourceConfigCommonSCell .As analyzed in [1], these parameters are controlled by DU and would be sent to UE via MCG SRB. There are two options to transfer the cell specific parameters
  Option 1: Transfer the cell specific parameters together with UE specific parameters in UE assoiciated F1 AP message

  Option 2: Transfer the cell specific parameters in non-UE associated F1AP message.

Since the cell specific parameters would not change very frequently, it is more efficient to transfer the cell specific paratemers with non-UE associated F1AP.
Proposal 3: It is proposed to transfer the cell specific parameters between CU and DU via non-UE associated message.

Based on proposal 4, it is needed for RAN3 to discuss whether explicit IEs or an inter-node RRC container could be used for the common configuration transfer between CU and DU. Similar as dedicated configuration, it is simpler to refer to RAN2 definition.
Proposal 4: It is proposed to define an inter-node RRC container to include cell specific parameters for NSA scenario.
SA Scenario:
For SA scenario, it depends on the conclusion for system information transfer i.e. whether the system information is encoded in CU or DU. At the same time, RAN2/RAN1 is still discussing on the contents of system information, how to define the system information related parameters transferred between CU and DU needs further progress in other group.
If proposal 1-4 is agreeable, considering there is only two meetings left for the completion of NSA scenario, it is proposed to send an LS to RAN2 to ask RAN2 define the inter-node container for NSA scenario. 

Proposal 5: It is proposed to send an LS to RAN2 to ask RAN2 to define the inter-node container for CU/DU split cases to support NSA scenario
3 Conclusion

Based on the above discussions, we have the following proposals:

Proposal1: The dedicated RLC/MAC/L1 parameters are controlled by DU.
Proposal 2: It is proposed to define an inter-node RRC container which includes the RLC/MAC/L1 parameters

Proposal 3: It is proposed to transfer the cell specific parameters between CU and DU via non-UE associated message.

Proposal 4: It is proposed to define an inter-node RRC container to include cell specific parameters for NSA scenario.
If proposal 1-4 is agreeable, considering there is only two meetings left for the completion of NSA scenario, it is proposed to send an LS to RAN2 to ask RAN2 define the inter-node container for NSA scenario. 

Proposal 5: It is proposed to send an LS to RAN2 to ask RAN2 to define the inter-node container for CU/DU split cases to support NSA scenario
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