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1 Introduction
In the RAN1 reflector, Ericsson proposed to have email discussion on relaying alternatives from UE perspective. This contribution discusses the relaying alternatives from UE perspective.
2 Discussion/Proposal
Although the responsibility of the radio interface architecture are defined as RAN2 in the terms of the reference in 3gpp, to have some progress of relaying alternatives are useful. We think the most important thing from RAN1 perspective is what is seen by UE.
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Fig 1. Overall architecture
We discuss Uplane and Cplane separately.

Uplane:
Although we share that HARQ and ARQ are per hop is important as the design for the error protection, the location of RLC itself is not directly visible to release 8 UE. Hence, we should let the discussion of the location of RLC and above to RAN2/3. On the other hand, MAC and processes below have a timing constraint in order to have backward compatibility.

Cplane:

From UE perspective, the actual location of the functionality is not visible. To make the location visible to the UE requires large modifications of the protocol like addition of the new identification to the messages. This also has a problem of the backward compatibility. Therefore, we should not seek the approach that the functional location is seen from UE.
As the result, we propose following is captured in the TR 36.814.

At least from release 8 UE perspective, if the relay is visible, the relay shall be seen as eNB. The actual functional split within the network i.e. the relay and eNB is further discussion with RAN2 and RAN3.
Note that we think current definition of "transparent"/"non-transparent" definition in TR36.814[1] is not so clear. If the relay is seen as eNB, one can say it is transparent as UE doesn't know the connecting entity is the relay. On the other hand, one can also say that it is non-transparent as the UE knows UE is connecting the entity. 
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