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1 Introduction

This document is to report the outcome of the following offline discussion in RAN2#114-e meeting. 

· [AT114-e][605][Relay] Summary on AI 8.7.4.2 on L2 relay service continuity (Samsung)
      Scope: Discuss the proposals from R2-2106481 and progress toward consensus where possible.

      Intended outcome: Report to comeback session

      Deadline:  2021-05-25 1000 UTC

The offline discussion takes the summary document R2-2106481 as starting point to invite companies’ view.
2 Discussion

2.1 Supporting service continuity scenarios and baseline procedure in Rel-17
As indicated WID objectives, specific mechanisms for service continuity are to be discussed limited to intra-gNB cases.

	Work Item objectives specific to Layer-2 (L2) relaying:

2. Specify mechanisms for service continuity 

a. Limited to intra-gNB cases [RAN2]

NOTE 2:
For L2 UE-to-Network Relay, it is assumed that the Remote UE has a single active connection towards gNB via only a single Relay UE at a given time in this release.

NOTE 3:
Only NR Uu interface, i.e. gNB, and 5GC is considered, and it is limited to NR SA scenario in this release.

NOTE 4:
Work specific to the mobility scenario of “between indirect (via a first Relay UE) and indirect (via a second Relay UE)”, and the group mobility is not supported in this release.


This section is to discuss the issues that RAN2 should confirm to support mobility scenarios in this release.

· Remote UE’s mobility in RRC_CONNECTED, RRC_INACTIVE or RRC_IDLE
· No service continuity for Remote UE’s inter gNB mobility

· No support of mobility scenario of “between indirect and indirect”

· Path switch procedures for Remote UE in RRC_CONNECTED
2.1.1 Remote UE mobility in RRC_CONNECTED except RLF
For the Remote UE’s intra gNB mobility in RRC_CONNECTED, all the submitted contributions [1-12] are based on the procedures in subclause 4.5.4 in TR38.836[13]. Therefore Rapporteur thinks that RAN2 can confirm the procedure of Figure 4.5.4.1-1 [13] as a starting point for indirect to direct path switch procedure and the procedure of Figure 4.5.4.2-1 [13] as a starting point for direct to indirect path switch procedure. It is understood these procedures are aligned with NW controlled path switch procedure in [1][7]. [11] proposes that intra-gNB path switch procedure does not use INM RRC and/or X2/Xn messages for inter-gNB handover. Rapporteur thinks that the point in [11] is valid for Remote UE’s intra gNB mobility in RRC_CONNECTED.

Proposal 1a. The procedure of Figure 4.5.4.1-1 in TR38.836 and the procedure of Figure 4.5.4.2-1 in TR38.836 are the baseline for Remote UE’s intra gNB mobility in RRC_CONNECTED. 

Q1a. Is Proposal 1a agreeable?

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm 
	Yes
	Considering tight schedule of WI, we prefer to first focus on baseline

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	

	Intel
	Yes
	

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	
	
	


Proposal 1b. INM RRC and/or X2/Xn messages for inter-gNB handover are not used for the path switch procedures in intra gNB case.

Q1b. Is Proposal 1b agreeable?

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm 
	Yes
	We are actually confused why we need this agreement because it is legacy procedure in intra-gNB HO. But no harm to confirm it.

	MediaTek
	Yes
	Agree with Qualcomm

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	

	Intel
	Yes
	

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	
	
	


[1] raises an issue whether to consider NR Rel-16 DAPS HO or CHO HO in this release for path switch procedure. Even though this issue is raised by 1 company, Rapporteur think that it can be discussed to make high level principle of path switch procedure for this release.

Proposal 2. DAPS-like path switch procedure is not considered in this release.

Q2. Is the Proposal 2 agreeable?

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	It is consequence of Note 2 of WID:

NOTE 2:
For L2 UE-to-Network Relay, it is assumed that the Remote UE has a single active connection towards gNB via only a single Relay UE at a given time in this release.



	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	

	Intel
	Yes
	

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	
	
	


Proposal 3. CHO-like path switch procedure can be studied after the baseline design is finalized.

Q3. Is the Proposal 3 agreeable?

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	 Yes
	We see some benefit to have CHO-like path switch procedure because the sidelink quality between remote UE and relay may be more difficulty for gNB to keep tracking as Uu HO. However, we also have concern on limited TU. Thus, a better way is to deprioritize CHO-like procedure, i.e. it can be discussed only after baseline design is finalized. 

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	We suggest to postpone this if there is no consensus.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	We need to make P3 clear whether CHO is configured for relay UE or remote UE. 

Proposal 3. CHO-like path switch procedure for remote UE can be studied after the baseline design is finalized.

	Intel
	See comment
	We prefer to postpone discussion on CHO-like path switch for this release. Given the limited time for this WI, the focus should only be on baseline design.

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	We see benefit to introduce CHO from direct to indirect, considering the relay is supposed to be deployed at cell edge. Remote UE is more likely to experience rapidly degraded channel, where CHO is very beneficial to avoid unnecessary RLF.


[1] raises the mobility scenario issues in inter-gNB cases. For path switch from indirect to direct, the baseline procedure in intra-gNB case can be used without new signalling. But for path switch from direct to indirect, the baseline procedure cannot be applied for path switch without Xn message change. Since the WID indicates that the service continuity is limited to intra-gNB cases, this related proposal is not captured in this summary. 

[1] raises an issue on the mobility between indirect paths. Rapporteur understands that WID notes that RAN will not work on the mobility scenario of “between indirect and indirect” in this release so the related proposal is not captured in this summary. 
2.1.2 Remote UE mobility in RRC_IDLE, RRC_INACTIVE or Remote UE mobility due to SL RLF or Uu RLF
	[1]R2-2104739
	Proposal 17: For HO from direct to indirect path, RAN2 confirm that NW controlled inter-gNB switch can’t be supported due to spec change on Xn signaling required, but UE controlled inter-gNB switch can be supported (i.e. upon detection of PC5 RLF and/or Uu RLF, remote UE may perform relay selection and then Uu RRC Reestablishment via relay UE served by different cell).

	[3]R2-2104872
	Proposal 15:
Relay (re)selection procedure can be performed by a L2 remote UE in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE

Proposal 16:
Relay (re)selection procedure is not performed by a L2 remote UE in RRC_CONNECTED, except for certain exceptional cases (e.g. RLF).
Proposal 17:
The network can provide a list of (e.g. prioritized) relays to be used by the L2 remote UE in (re)selection procedure.

	[7]R2-2104979
	Proposal 1: In addition to the gNB control path switch between direct and indirect path, the following two remote UE’s autonomous path switch scenarios should be considered: 1) autonomous path switch from direct path to indirect path when RRC_Connected remote UE detects Uu RLF; 2) autonomous path switch from indirect path to direct path when RRC_Connected remote UE detects PC5 RLF or is notified of relay UE’s Uu RLF. 

Proposal 2: Suppose no additional specification work is required, it is suggested to consider the remote UE’s autonomous switch from indirect path to indirect path when remote UE detects PC5 RLF or is notified of relay UE’s Uu RLF.

Proposal 3: For the remote UE’s autonomous path switch scenario, the Rel-15 NR RRC connection re-establishment procedure is used as the baseline AS layer solution to guarantee service continuity.

Proposal 9: It is suggested to consider the signalling procedure for remote UE autonomous path switch.


[1] presents that the path switch from direct to indirect in inter-gNB scenario can use relay (re)selection and RRC Reestablishment procedure. [3][7] present the mobility scenarios for Remote UE in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE or path switch due to SL RLF or Uu RLF. For the UE autonomous path switch due to Remote UE’s mobility or UE autonomous path switch upon Remote UE’s RLF or Relay UE’s RLF, Remote UE can reuse Rel-15 NR RRC Reestablishment procedure [7]. [3] further proposes network controlled relay discovery for relay UE (re)selection procedure where the network provides a list of prioritized Relay UEs to control Remote UE’s mobility in RRC_IDLE, RRC_INACTIVE or SL RLF/Uu RLF in RRC_CONNECTED.

Proposal 4a. RAN2 to discuss Remote UE controlled path switch for Remote UE’ mobility due to SL RLF or Uu RLF in RRC_CONNECTED.

Q4a. Do companies agree that Remote UE controlled path switch can be considered for Remote UE’s mobility due to SL RLF or Uu RLF in RRC_CONNECTED?

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm 
	Yes
	In relay reselection AI of last meeting, RAN2 have agreed remote UE may trigger relay reselection upon SL RLF detected or Uu RLF notified. Then, because it is regarded as link failure of E2E link, we understand remote UE may trigger RRC re-establishment (i.e. “remote UE controlled path switch” as mentioned by Rapporteur). Note that the procedure of RRC re-establishment via relay has been captured to support in L2 relay in Section 4.5.5.1 of TR 38.836:

“The RRC connection re-establishment and RRC connection resume procedures can reuse the legacy RRC procedure as baseline, by considering the above connection establishment procedure of L2 UE-to-Network Relay to handle the relay specific part, with the message content/configuration design left to WI phase. ” 

Thus, the only spec impact is to support RRC re-establishment procedure via relay, which has agreed to support in SI phase

	MediaTek
	See comments
	We are a bit confused why the same treatment is applied to SL RLF and Uu RLF in RRC_CONNECTED. We suggest to distinguish the two cases. In case of Uu RLF, it is legacy Uu RRC re-establishment procedure. In case of SL RLF, we should use Rel-16 Sidelink procedure. It is not clear what the additional spec impact in these two cases is. 

	OPPO
	Yes
	We assume it is straightforward to use RRC re-establishment to handle the SL/Uu RLF case, and when it is performed, remote UE can either re-establish via direct Uu link or indirect PC5 link to the network.

	vivo
	Yes, with comments
	We think Uu RLF may introduce confusion, e.g. whose Uu RLF. In our understanding, it is relay UE’s Uu RLF and to notify remote UE. Hence, we propose some wording improvement:

RAN2 to discuss Remote UE controlled path switch for Remote UE’ mobility due to SL RLF or Uu RLF notified by Relay UE in RRC_CONNECTED.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No, see comments
	Is this “Remote UE controlled path switch” for relay reselection?

This issue is about CP procedure of RRC reestablishment, rather than the service continuity in mobility. 

	Ericsson
	See comment
	In principle we agree that Uu or PC5 RLF may trigger RRC reestablishment or relay reselection, but probably this is to be addressed in the CP procedure when the RLF handling is discussed.

BTW, we fails to understand why this is called UE-controlled path switch if is triggered only in case of RLF.

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	When SL RLF or Uu RLF happens, the remote UE cannot receive the message from the serving cell. Therefore, the remote UE should perform re-establishment as legacy.

	Intel
	See comment
	Like some other companies, we also prefer that this scenario be discussed under CP procedure where RLF handling issue is considered.

	CMCC
	See comment
	The two cases can be treated in CP issue and use legacy Uu RRC re-establishment procedure as baseline.

	CATT
	See comment
	We have the same concern as Ericsson and Huawei, it should not be discussed in service continuity section. The RLF handling should be discussed in the CP procedure section.

	ZTE
	Yes
	We think the remote UE controlled path switch should be considered. For example, if RRC_Connected remote UE detects the Uu/PC5 RLF, it may perform the relay (re)selection/ cell (re)selection and switch to indirect/direct path. Meanwhile, the service continuity should be considered during the re-establishment procedure.

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	But this issue does not have to be handled under service continuity scope. 

	Spreadtrum
	No
	If this is about RRC re-establishment upon Uu or PC5 RLF, then should be treated in the control plane procedure AI.

	Sony
	Yes
	Remote UE may trigger re-establishment or relay reselection based on Uu/SL RLF.

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


Proposal 4b. RAN2 to discuss NR RRC Reestablishment procedure can be a baseline for path switch due to SL RLF or Uu RLF. 

Q4b. If Q4a is answered with Yes, do companies agree that NR RRC Reestablishment procedure can be a baseline for Remote UE’s path switch due to SL RLF or Uu RLF in RRC_CONNECTED?

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	Same comment to Q4a. We actually think RRC reestablishment procedure is the only way in this release.

	MediaTek
	See comments
	In case of Uu RLF, it is legacy Uu RRC re-establishment procedure.

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	Agree that RRC Reestablishment procedure is baseline. 

Furthermore, some details need to be FFS, e.g. how to handle PC5 RLC channels when a remote UE successfully performs RRC reestablishment via direct Uu link, how to (re)establish PC5 RLC channels when a remote UE successfully performs RRC reestablishment via another relay link if supported, how to prepare a new relay for remote UE’s reestablishment if supported and so on.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes, but
	This should be clarified as CP procedure,  rather than service continuity

	Ericsson
	Yes but
	We prefer to address in the CP AI.

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	

	Intel
	See comment
	Same comment as Q4a.

	CMCC 
	Yes 
	

	CATT
	Yes, but
	This should be treated in the section of control plane procedures.

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	But this issue does not have to be handled under service continuity scope.

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	See our comments in Q4a

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


Proposal 5. RAN2 to discuss relay (re)selection procedure can be used for Remote UE’s mobility in RRC_IDLE or RRC_INACTIVE.

Q5. Do companies agree that relay (re)selection procedure can be used for Remote UE’s mobility in RRC_IDLE or RRC_INACTIVE?

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Yes, but..
	Our understanding is that this proposal is just to confirm the agreements of relay reselection procedure made in last meeting are applied to L2 IDLE/INACTIVE remote UE

	MediaTek
	Yes
	Same view as Qualcomm

	OPPO
	Yes
	We assume it is already covered by the relay (re)selection procedure design in AI 8.7.3.

	vivo
	Yes
	We agree with the above companies that this proposal should be in the scope of relay (re)selection procedure section.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	See comment
	We should not discuss this in service continuity topic.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes with comments
	Besides IDLE and Inactive, relay/cell reselection should be performed for connected remote UE since ‘reselection’ is a part of the re-establishment procedure.

	Intel
	See comment
	Since there is a separate email discussion for (re)selection, we would leave this issue for discussion under relay (re)selection AI.

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	See comment
	This should not be discussed in the section of service continuity.

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	But this issue does not have to be handled under service continuity scope.

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


2.2 Discussion on path switch procedures in intra-gNB case

In this section, the following issues on the procedures in [13] will be discussed.

· Measurement and report event with consideration of SL relay link and Uu link

· Remaining issues in the procedures in Figure 4.5.4.1-1 and Figure 4.5.4.2-1 in [13]
· Lossless support
2.2.1 Measurement and report event

The contributions [1][2][3][4][5][6][9][10][12] present measurement and report related issues for path switch. Rapporteur understand that in general legacy RRC Reconfiguration and Measurement Report signalling procedures (i.e., gNB transmits RRC Reconfiguration with measurement and report configuration and Remote UE sends Measurement Report according to the measurement and report configuration by gNB) can be used for path switch procedure with extension to evaluate SL relay link and Uu link and details on what to measure and what/when to report need more discussion.

Proposal 6. Legacy RRC Reconfiguration and Measurement Report signalling procedures can be used for path switch procedure with extension to evaluate relay link measurement and Uu link measurement.

Q6. Is Proposal 6 agreeable? 

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	

	Intel
	Yes, with comment
	New mechanism to report PC5 link quality to the gNB needs to be introduced.

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


(1) Measurement report event for SL relay link measurement

	[1]R2-2104739
	Proposal 2: To support L2 U2N mobility, RAN2 specify new measurement event(s) with below principle:

1)
For switching from indirect to direct path, support new measurement events or changes to reuse existing SL measurement events (S1, S2) to allow the remote UE report serving relay measurements to the gNB;

2)
For switching from direct to indirect path, support new measurement events to allow the remote UE to report the measurements for the discovered relay UEs separately and in comparison with the serving/neighbor Uu cells.

FFS the details of new measurement events 

	[2]R2-2104749
	Proposal 1: In case of the remote UE is connected to network directly, when measurement reporting is triggered, remote UE should report the candidate relay UE related information together with the Uu measurement results.

Proposal 2: The AS-layer & higher layer criteria for selecting suitable relay UE in case of relay (re)selection can be reused for selecting the candidate relay UEs in case of direct to indirect path switching.

Proposal 8: In case of the remote UE is connected to network via a relay UE, when the Uu link channel quality is below the threshold, it should notify the remote UE to perform the measurement on non-serving cell or non-serving relay UEs.

Proposal 9: In case of the remote UE is connected to network via a relay UE, when measurement reporting is triggered, remote UE should report the candidate relay UE related information together with the Uu measurement results.

	[3]R2-2104872
	Proposal 9:
Uu measurement design is re-used for configuring and reporting SL measurement used for service continuity in NR Relays

Proposal 10:
A relay and/or remote UE can be configured to report RSRP of discovery and/or unicast SL RSRP measurements based on triggering of measurement events

Proposal 11:
New measurements events (similar to existing Uu events) are defined that compare SL measurements (discovery or unicast SL RSRP) against NW defined thresholds.  FFS if A3/A6-like event (direct comparison between Uu quality and sidelink quality) is needed.

Proposal 12:
New measurement events and measurement reporting configurations are defined that consider CBR as well as SL and/or Uu radio signal measurements

	[4]R2-2104891
	Proposal 1: A new mechanism needs to be introduced for reporting the PC5 link quality to the gNB.

Proposal 2: A new triggering condition for measurement reporting event needs to be defined in RAN2 for the case of indirect to direct path switching.

Proposal 5: Legacy S-measure criterion may be used as a trigger condition for the Remote UE to perform Uu measurement for the case of direct to indirect path switching.

Proposal 6: For the direct to indirect path switching, wait for relay (re)selection/discovery conclusion to discuss the PC5 link quality measurement report mechanism.

	[5]R2-2104894
	Proposal 4
Remote UE can measure on multiple relay UEs and report the relay UEs towards gNB during step 1 so that to allow gNB to perform further filter out.

	[6]R2-2104961
	Proposal 2：
Legacy intra-gNB handover procedure, e.g. measurement report and RRC reconfiguration with target node, may be reused in Uu and relay paths switching cases.

	[10]R2-2105741
	Proposal 7: In L2 U2N relay, the legacy measurement object of NR Uu interface is reused and configured to Remote UE for path switch from indirect to direct.

Proposal 8: Sidelink-RSRP of source Relay UE and/or Uu-RSRP of target cell shall be considered as the measurement quantities in the measurement events listed below, for path switching from indirect to direct:

· Event1: Sidelink-RSRP of source Relay UE is worse than a threshold

· Event2: Uu-RSRP of target cell is better than a threshold

· Event3: Sidelink-RSRP of source Relay UE is worse than threshold1 and Uu-RSRP of target cell is better than threshold2

· Event4: Uu-RSRP of target cell is better than Sidelink-RSRP of source Relay UE by an offset

Proposal 10: For path switch from direct to indirect, measurement object configuration can reuse the R16 SL measurement object (i.e. SL carrier) at the most basic level.

Proposal 11: Uu-RSRP of source cell and/or Sidelink-RSRP of target Relay UE shall be considered as the measurement quantities in the measurement event for path switching from direct to indirect:

· Event1: Uu-RSRP of source cell is worse than a threshold

· Event2: Sidelink-RSRP of target Relay UE is better than a threshold

· Event3: Uu-RSRP of source cell is worse than threshold1 and Sidelink-RSRP of target Relay UE is better than threshold2

· Event4: Sidelink-RSRP of target Relay UE is better than Uu-RSRP of source cell by an offset

	[12]R2-2106253
	Proposal 3: New measurement events should be introduced to L2 U2N handover.


In case of path switch from indirect to direct, [10] proposes to reuse the legacy measurement object of NR Uu handover with consideration of SL RSRP of source Relay UE and Uu RSRP of target Uu cell. In case of path switch from direct to indirect, [10] proposes to reuse the NR SL measurement object and let Remote UE report all the candidate target relay UE(s) based on the measurement configuration on PC5. Since SL relay link quality measurement is necessary, it is proposed to discuss whether to reuse the existing SL measurement report event (e.g., C1, C2, S1, S2) or to define new measurement report event. Here, new measurement report event design includes the extension of existing SL measurement report event. [1] proposes to support of legacy NR SL measurement events (S1, S2) or to define new measurement events for switching from indirect to direct path, to support new measurement events to compare relay UE and Uu cell for switching from direct to indirect path. [3] proposes new measurement event to compare SL measurement, new measurement event to compare Uu and SL directly, new measurement event and measurement reporting configuration based on CBR, SL link quality, Uu link quality. [10] proposes new measurement event to compare SL measurement, new measurement event to compare Uu and SL directly based on SL link quality, Uu link quality. [12] proposes new measurement events should be introduced to assist gNB for path switch decision with consideration of SL relay link quality and Uu relay link quality.

Proposal 7. RAN2 to discuss whether to introduce new measurement events (i) to compare SL relay link measurement with a threshold, (ii) to compare SL relay link measurement and Uu link measurement, (iii) to compare SL relay link measurement with threshold A and Uu link measurement with threshold B.

Q7a. Do companies agree that new measurement event(s) should be introduced for path switch procedure?

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	The existing Uu events A1-A6, B1-B2 and SL event S1, S2, C1, C2 can’t be applied in L2 relay because gNB needs to know the comparison between Uu RSRP and PC5 RSRP. Thus, new measurement event(s) are required to be introduced. 

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	The above (i) and (iii) are valid and potential for new events. 

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	

	Intel
	Yes
	New measurement event needs to be introduced to compare SL relay link measurement to Uu link measurement.

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


Q7b. If Q7a is answered with Yes, which option(s) do companies agree as new measurement report event?

Option 1: compare SL relay link measurement with a threshold

Option 2: compare SL relay link measurement and Uu link measurement

Option 3: compare SL relay link measurement with threshold A and Uu link measurement with threshold B
	Company
	Option
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Option 1 and 3. FFS Option 2
	We think it should be straight forward to specify Option 1 and Option 3, which is corresponding Uu event A2/4 (depending on whether SL is serving link or neighbour link) and event A5 respectively. And event A2/A4/A5 are widely used in deployments of LTE / NR Uu. So, supporting them are important.

For Option 2, we regard it is corresponding to event A3 which is also widely used in deployment. However, we are not sure how the remote UE can directly compare between Uu RSRP and PC5 RSRP. Note that we don’t specify Uu event to directly compare inter-RAT measurements. Thus, we suggest to put option 2 as FFS.  

	MediaTek
	Option 2
	E.g. The measurement event can be cellular quality (Uu) offset better than serving Relay UE (PC5).

	OPPO
	1, 3
	To us, option-2 which compare Uu and SL link directly is not motivated since the two are of different link types.

	vivo
	Option 1 and 3
	We don’t think option 2 is reasonable since SL link and Uu link are totally different, e.g. from the perspective of link components and power control, and can not be compared directly with each other.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 1/2/3
	

	Ericsson
	Option 1/2/3
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Option1/3
	We need to avoid the comparison between SL and Uu.

	Intel
	Options 1,3
	

	CMCC 
	Option 1,3
	

	CATT
	Option 1/3
	It is doubtable whether direct comparison can be performed between Uu RSRP and PC5 RSRP.

	ZTE
	Option 1
	We think option 1 can be used to trigger the report for potential indirect to direct path switch. For the direct to indirect path switch, it may be triggered based on legacy A2 event.

	LG
	Option 1, 3
	We are not sure it’s fairly comparable SL relay measurement and Uu link measurement.

	Samsung
	Option 1, 3
	

	Spreadtrum
	Option 1 and 3
	

	Sony
	Option 1 and 3. FFS for option 2
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1/3
	The measurement of Uu and SL are based on different signal. Direct comparison may not be reasonable.


[2] proposes a measurement triggering by Relay UE to Remote UE based on Uu link quality. This feature should be deprioritized if RAN2 agree with proposal 1a.

Proposal 8. RAN2 to discuss whether to support Relay UE triggered measurement and report in path switch procedure based on Uu link channel quality.

Q8. Do companies agree that Relay UE triggered measurement and report should be deprioritized in path switch procedure?
	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	It basically requires relay UE to report measurements on behalf of remote UE(s). It seems to be misaligned with the procedure of Figure 4.5.4.1-1 in TR38.836 and the procedure of Figure 4.5.4.2-1 of TR38.836. As we indicated in Q1a, we prefer to first focus on baseline procedure. 

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	No
	by reading the description in [2]

Regarding to the measurement trigger, considering the remote UE is connected to the network via remote UE, the measurement can be triggered based on the PC5 link channel quality is below a pre-configured threshold. In addition, it should further consider how to trigger the measurement for remote UE if the PC5 link is good, but the Uu link is poor. In this case, the remote UE can provide an indication to the remote UE to trigger the remote UE to perform measurement on non-serving cell or non-serving relay UEs.
Proposal 8: In case of the remote UE is connected to network via a relay UE, when the Uu link channel quality is below the threshold, it should notify the remote UE to perform the measurement on non-serving cell or non-serving relay Ues.
We assume the network triggered measurement and report is the baseline, so it should not be “relay UE triggered measurement and report”。

	Vivo
	No
	From our point of view, it is up to Network implementation to configure some measurement events to relay UE to help gNB for better relay link evaluation and path switch decision.

There is no need to enhance relay UE measurement and reporting, i.e. just reusing legacy mechanism. All things are gNB algorithm and implementation.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	
	Not clear about this “Relay UE triggered measurement and report”

	Ericsson
	No
	We do not see why preventing the relay UE to trigger and report measurements

	Lenovo&MM
	No
	

	Intel
	Yes
	Agree with Qualcomm that this is misaligned with the procedure of Figure 4.5.4.1-1 in TR38.836

	CMCC
	Seem comment
	Share same view as Qualcomm.

	CATT
	No
	For remote UE connected with network via a relay UE, it is possible that the PC5 link is good while the Uu link becomes bad. In this case, some mechanism should be introduced to trigger the remote UE to perform measurements on non-serving cell or non-serving relay UEs. Otherwise, the service continuity may not be satisfied.

In case of PC5 link is good while Uu link is bad, we have no strong view on which node can trigger the remote UE to perform measurement. In our understanding, a notification either from the network or from the relay UE can achieve this aim. 

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	We prefer to rely on direct NW controlled measurement and report trigger for Remote UE i.e., the signalling of measurement and report configuration is delivered from NW to Remote UE directly or via Relay UE.

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	Network triggered measurement and report can solve this issue.

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	
	Not clear what this question means. Seems the question is not aligned with the original proposal.


(2) S-measure criteria

	[3]R2-2104872
	Proposal 13:
S-measure criteria for performing measurements on Uu while connected via SL can be defined based on SL RSRP and CBR measurements

	[4]R2-2104891
	Proposal 5: Legacy S-measure criterion may be used as a trigger condition for the Remote UE to perform Uu measurement for the case of direct to indirect path switching.


[4] presents that legacy S-measure criteria can be used for direct to indirect path switch scenario but new triggering condition for measurement reporting instead of S-measure criteria for indirect to direct path switch scenario. [3] proposes that for Remote UE while connected via Relay UE new S-measure criteria can be considered based on SL RSRP and CBR.

Proposal 9. RAN2 to discuss new S-measure criteria for Uu measurement can be defined for Remote UE while connected via Relay UE.

Q9. Do companies support introducing new S-measure criteria for Uu measurement in case of indirect to direct path switch?
	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm 
	Deprioritize
	As far as we know, Uu S-measure was specified in LTE/NR, but it is never deployed because Network can’t configure a suitable threshold to make this feature work.  Thus, we don’t think it is essential to pursue in this release. 

	MediaTek
	No
	

	OPPO
	No
	For indirect-to-direct switch, the said scheme is to trigger Uu measurement based on the S-measure criteria for PC5 measurement, but it is not reasonable since even if the PC5 link (between remote and relay) quality is good enough it does not mean the Uu link quality (between relay and network) so that the UE can save Uu measurement.

	vivo
	No
	Firstly, what is new S- measure is not clear not. 

Secondly, we think this direction is an optimization. Our first priority is the baseline procedure.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No
	

	Ericsson
	Postpone
	This can be addressed once we understand how the overall framework would work. Too soon to take a decision now.

	Lenovo&MM
	Postpone
	Too early to discuss this optimized point.

	Intel
	Need clarification
	The legacy S-measure criterion may not be used as a triggering condition for measurement over the relay PC5 link. We are not sure which S-measure criteria for Uu measurement for the case of indirect to direct path switching is being referred to here.

	CMCC
	No
	

	CATT
	No
	

	ZTE
	No
	

	LG
	No
	

	Samsung
	No
	This issue can be postponed.

	Spreadtrum
	No
	

	Sony
	No
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	In the indirect to direct procedure, remote UE is configured with measurement on Uu. New S measure is very beneficial to avoid unnecessary measurement, if there is no Uu deployment at his position. How to define the new S measure could be further discussed. 


(3) Reporting content

	[1]R2-2104739
	Proposal 3: Remote UE can send both available relay UE(s) measurements (SD-RSRP or SL-RSRP depending on whether connected to relay UE, relay UE ID, serving cell ID) and available Uu cell measurements to the gNB in a single measurement report.

Proposal 4: Relay UE ID included in measurement report is the identifier received in discovery message and the link layer identifier is defined in SA2 TS23.304 clause 5.9.3.1.

	[2]R2-2104749
	Proposal 3: At least the following candidate relay related information should be included in the measurement reporting message: the identifier(s) of the candidate relay UE(s), the SD-SRSP of the candidate relay UE(s) and the serving cell of the candidate relay UE(s).

	[3]R2-2104872
	Proposal 10:
A relay and/or remote UE can be configured to report RSRP of discovery and/or unicast SL RSRP measurements based on triggering of measurement events

Proposal 11:
New measurements events (similar to existing Uu events) are defined that compare SL measurements (discovery or unicast SL RSRP) against NW defined thresholds.  FFS if A3/A6-like event (direct comparison between Uu quality and sidelink quality) is needed.

Proposal 12:
New measurement events and measurement reporting configurations are defined that consider CBR as well as SL and/or Uu radio signal measurements

	[6]R2-2104961
	Proposal 3：
RAN2 to discuss and decide whether detailed measurement reporting mechanisms related to relay link or a request from remote UE after meeting defined criteria need to be specified.

	[9]R2-2105344
	Proposal 1. The measurement report message can include measured RSRP on SL Relay and the identification of SL Relay UE.

	[10]R2-2105741
	Proposal 9: For path switch from direct to indirect, remote UE reports all the candidate target relay UE(s), based on the measurement configuration on PC5.

	[12]R2-2106253
	Proposal 1: PLMN ID may be included in measurement report for switching from direct to indirect path. 

Proposal 2: Cell ID may be included in measurement report for or switching from direct to indirect path. 


Measurement report by Remote UE can report both available SL relay measurement result and available Uu measurement result [1][2][9]. The contents for SL relay measurement in the report message by Remote UE can include Relay UE’s ID[1,2,9], RSRP information (SD-RSRP[2,9] or SD-RSRP&SL-RSRP[1,3]), serving cell ID[1,2,12]. CBR[3], PLMN ID for direct to indirect switch case[12]. [1] proposes to report Relay UE ID with the identifier in discovery message, the link layer identifier. Rapporteur thinks that detail format of Relay UE ID can be discussed in stage 3.

Regarding RSRP information for SL relay quality measurement report in path switch, some companies raise a point that the SD-RSRP measurement mechanism for relay (re)selection can be applied for path switch procedure[4][9][10]. 

[6] proposes to discuss whether Remote UE to report detailed measurement results as legacy measurement reporting or report a request when some reporting criteria is met.

Proposal 10. RAN2 to discuss in case of path switch from indirect to direct whether Remote UE to report detailed measurement results as legacy measurement or Remote UE to report a request when configured reporting criteria is met.

Q10. For the handling of Remote UE’s measurement report in case of indirect to direct path switch, which option do companies agree?

Option 1: detailed measurement results from Remote UE are reported as legacy measurement report.

Option 2: a request from Remote UE is sent when configured reporting criteria is met.
	Company
	Option
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Option 1
	We prefer Option 1 where remote UE’s measurements are reported via legacy RRC message to gNB. It supports Rel-15 like HO procedure. 

If we understand correctly, Option 2 is similar to CHO procedure, i.e. remote UE evaluates candidate conditions and doesn’t report detailed measurements to Network. As we indicated in Q3, CHO-like design should be deprioritized.

	MediaTek
	Option 1
	

	OPPO
	1
	Option-1 is the scheme captured in TR and thus surely be adopted as the baseline. Option-2 is different from 1 in the sense that the controlling entity is more of UE instead of network.

	vivo
	Option 1
	Option 1 is the baseline since it is similar with legacy.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 1
	

	Ericsson
	Option 1
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Option 1
	

	Intel
	Option 1
	This is as per the baseline agreed during the study item.  

	CMCC
	Option 1
	

	CATT
	Option 1
	

	ZTE
	Option 1
	

	LG
	Option 1
	

	Samsung
	Option 1
	We prefer to reuse legacy measurement report mechanism.

	Spreadtrum
	Option 1
	

	Sony
	Option 1
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	


Proposal 11. When detailed measurement results are reported, SL relay measurement report can include at least Relay UE ID, serving cell ID, RSRP information. Details of RSRP information (SD-RSRP, SL-RSRP) will be discussed based on the RSRP measurement mechanism for relay (re)selection. The detail format of Relay UE ID can be discussed in stage 3.  

Q11. If Q10 is answered with Option 1, do companies agree that SL relay measurement report can include at least Relay UE ID, serving cell ID, RSRP information?
	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes but
	We think that this should not be the only parameters to report but the Uu measurement report structure can be used as baseline.

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	

	Intel
	Yes
	

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


[2] proposes to reuse AS layer and higher layer criteria in relay (re)selection to filter candidate Relay UE for measurement report at Remote UE. [7] proposes that Remote UE reports all the candidate target relay UE(s), based on the measurement configuration on PC5. 

Proposal 12. RAN2 to discuss SL relay measurement report for direct to indirect switch can include candidate Relay UE filtered by Remote UE based on higher layer criteria or all the candidate target Relay UE(s) based on the measurement configuration.

Q12. For SL relay measurement report for direct to indirect path switch, which option do companies agree?

Option 1: Remote UE reports candidate Relay UE(s) filtered based on higher layer criteria. 

Option 2: Remote UE reports all the candidate target Relay UE(s) based on the measurement configuration.

	Company
	Option
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Option 2
	Our understanding is that Option 2 is aligned with general Uu RRM principle, i.e. it is Network to perform filtering of useful measurements, instead of UE because it will increase UE power consumption and complexity. 

	MediaTek
	Option 1
	

	OPPO
	2
	same view as QC.

	vivo
	Option 2
	Option 2 is more aligned with the legacy, e.g. totally controlled by gNB.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 1
	Option 1 seems the only way. 

gNB has no idea on the remote UE’s higher layer criteria, which should  be performed by remote UE based on the discovery message content.

Please also note the TR

“Remote UE may filter the appropriate Relay UE(s) meeting higher layer criteria when reporting, in step 1.”

	Ericsson
	Option 2
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Option 2
	Option2 is aligned with the legacy measurement report. The remote UE reports the selected candidate relay UE based on the configuration from the serving cell.

	Intel
	Option 1
	Similar to (re)selection procedure, Remote UE may report candidate Relay UE(s) filtered based on higher layer criteria

	CMCC
	Option 1
	

	CATT
	Option 1
	

	ZTE
	Option 1
	It is not necessary for remote UE to report the candidate relay which is not aligned with PLMN or L2/L3 relay type. 

	LG
	Option 2
	

	Samsung
	Option 2
	

	Spreadtrum
	Option 2
	

	Sony
	Option 2
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	Agree with HW.


(4) Uu RLM for remote UE

	[1]R2-2104739
	Proposal 15: When connected to gNB indirectly, remote UE suspends Uu RLM with gNB


[1] raises an issue on Uu RLM suspension when Remote UE is connected to gNB indirectly. 

Proposal 13. Remote UE in RRC_CONNECTED suspend Uu RLM when Remote UE is connected to gNB via Relay UE.

Q13. Is Proposal 13 agreeable?
	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	According to Note 2 of WID, either Uu or PC5 relay connection can be active at any time (not both). So, it makes sense to suspend RLM with gNB. Otherwise, it will imply dual connectivity of PC5 + Uu



	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	

	Intel
	Yes
	

	CMCC 
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


2.2.2 Discussion on the path switch procedures

In this subclause, the remaining issues in the procedures e.g., RRC Reconfiguration messages to Relay UE and Remote UE in the procedures, path switch to Relay UE in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE, lossless support will be discussed based on the company contributions. Rapporteur thinks that the detail of timers in path switch procedure [3] can be discussed in stage 3.
2.2.2.1 Path switch procedure for ‘from indirect to direct path’

	[1]R2-2104739
	Proposal 5: For HO from indirect to direct path (as illustrated in Figure 4.5.4-1 of TR 38.836), RAN2 conclude that remote UE stops Uu CP and UP operation via relay path upon reception of HO command, i.e. after step 3.

Proposal 6: For HO from indirect to direct path (as illustrated in Figure 4.5.4-1 of TR 38.836), gNB informs the source relay UE to release the remote UE context (Uu and PC5 RLC config for relaying, bearer mapping configuration) after sending HO command to remote UE, i.e. step 6 should be after step 3. 

Proposal 7: For HO from indirect to direct path (as illustrated in Figure 4.5.4-1 of TR 38.836), PC5 link release (i.e. step 7) may be initiated by remote UE after step 3 or initiated by relay UE after receiving remote UE context release after step 6, if the PC5 link is only used for relaying connection. If the PC5 link is shared with non-relay connection, “PC5 link release” should be replaced with “PC5 reconfiguration” to release PC5 RLC for relaying.   

Proposal 8: For HO from indirect to direct path (as illustrated in Figure 4.5.4-1 of TR 38.836), relay UE flushes the relaying data in the buffer for the corresponding remote UE when the remote UE context is released at the relay UE (i.e. no need to introduce data forwarding back from relay UE to gNB during HO) 

Proposal 9: For HO from indirect to direct path (as illustrated in Figure 4.5.4-1 of TR 38.836), Remote UE can send and receive data from the gNB over direct path after sending RRC Reconfiguration complete to the gNB, i.e. step 8 can be after step 5.

Proposal 10: For HO from indirect to direct path (as illustrated in Figure 4.5.4-1 of TR 38.836), contents of HO related RRC messages include:

•
The HO command for remote UE (i.e. step 3) is a legacy NR HO command

•
The reconfiguration message for relay UE (i.e. step 6) is intended to release the remote UE context (i.e. Uu and PC5 RLC config for relaying, bearer mapping configuration)

	[2]R2-2104749
	Proposal 10: Once the gNB receives the RRC reconfiguration complete message from the remote UE, it can send RRC reconfiguration to the source relay UE to update the Uu BH configuration.

Proposal 11: Send LS to SA2 to check for indirect to direct path switching, whether explicit PC5-S connection release is necessary.

	[3]R2-2104872
	Proposal 4:
For the indirect to direct path switch, the remote UE suspends transmission of data via the relay following reception of the RRC reconfiguration message from the NW

Proposal 6:
For the indirect to direct path switch, RAN2 assumes the reconfiguration of the relay UE (step 6) is performed following transmission of the RRC reconfiguration complete message by the remote UE (step 5) 

Proposal 7:
For the indirect to direct path switch, PC5 Link Release (step 7) is achieved by each of the relay and the remote UE releasing their the PC5-RRC connection 

Proposal 8:
Separate path switch timers (T304-like) are configured for direct to indirect switch and indirect to direct switch.

	[4]R2-2104891
	Proposal 3: RAN2 to discuss (a) whether to reuse layer-2 link release triggered by the upper layer, as supported in NR Sidelink using an indication from AS layer, or (b) perform the release at AS layer using PC5-RRC message, for path switching procedure in SL relaying. 

Proposal 4: PC5-RRC link release can be supported by a) a new message introduced at PC5-RRC for release or b)reusing PC5 Reconfiguration with certain relaying-specific release cause.

	[5]R2-2104894
	Proposal 1
Remote UE shall switch its data transmission from relay link to direct Uu link after step 3.

Proposal 2
It is up to network on whether/when to reconfigure relay UE PC5 RLC channel(s) targeting on the specific remote UE.

Proposal 3
It up to relay/remote UE implementation whether to release PC5 link.

	[7]R2-2104979
	Proposal 4: For gNB controlled path switch from indirect to direct link, it is necessary for gNB to send the RRC reconfiguration message to the relay UE, which can be used to notify the path switch of remote UE and to e release the remote UE relevant configuration. 

Proposal 5: Considering that the path switch from indirect to direct link may fail and remote UE may fallback to indirect link, it is suggested to keep the remote UE relevant configuration until the remote UE successfully connects to the gNB via Uu.

	[8]R2-2105029
	Proposal 1: After step 3, UE shall not perform transmission of remote UE’s Uu radio bearer over relay link.

Proposal 2: Steps 6 & 7 shouldn’t be right after step 3 and before step 5. Step 8 is user plane operation, and may occur in parallel with steps 6 & 7, which are operations in control plane.

	[9]R2-2105344
	Proposal 4. For indirect to direct path switch, gNB sends RRCReconfiguration to Relay UE for informing Remote UE’s switching to gNB and releasing Remote UE’s PC5 RLC channel and Uu RLC channel configurations.

Proposal 5. For Remote UE switching from Relay UE to gNB, the RRCReconfiguration with path switch command for Remote UE can contain the configurations for Uu MAC entities and Uu RLC entities with the gNB.

Proposal 6. When Relay UE has received RRCReconfiguration message of Remote UE’s switch to gNB, the Relay UE can trigger PC5 direct link release procedure if needed.

	[10]R2-2105741
	Proposal 1: For path switch from indirect to direct, Remote UE should suspend UL data transmission via Relay link after receiving RRC Reconfiguration message from the gNB instructing it to switch from indirect to direct path.

Proposal 2: For path switch from indirect to direct, the RRC Reconfiguration to Relay UE should be after the gNB sends RRC Reconfiguration message to Remote UE, if needed by gNB implementation.

Proposal 3: For path switch from indirect to direct, it is up to UE implementation when to release the unicast link between the Remote UE and the Relay UE.

Proposal 4: For path switch from indirect to direct, the UL/DL data path switching should be after the Remote UE sends the RRC Reconfiguration Complete to gNB.

	[11]R2-2105774
	Proposal 3
For the path switch from indirect to direct path, the remote UE shall suspend data transmissions via relay link after getting the RRC reconfiguration message from the network (i.e., step 3 of Fig. 4.5.4.1-1 of TR 38.836).

Proposal 4
For the path switch from indirect to direct path, the remote UE shall execute the PC5 release/reconfiguration (i.e., step 7 of Fig. 4.5.4.1-1 of TR 38.836) right after applying the RRC reconfiguration received by the network (i.e., step 3 of Fig. 4.5.4.1-1 of TR 38.836).


(1) The order and timing of signalling in the procedure

	
[image: image1.emf]
Step 1: Measurement configuration and reporting

Step 2: Decision of switching to a direct cell by gNB 

Step 3: RRC Reconfiguration message to Remote UE

Step 4: Remote UE performs Random Access to the gNB

Step 5: Remote UE feedback the RRC Reconfiguration Complete to gNB via target path, using the target configuration provided in the RRC Reconfiguration message.

Step 6: RRC Reconfiguration to Relay UE

Step 7: The PC5 link is released between Remote UE and the Relay UE, if needed.

Step 8: The data path switching.

NOTE:
The order of step 6/7/8 is not restricted. Following are further discussed in WI phase, including: 
-
Whether Remote UE suspends data transmission via relay link after step 3; 
-
Whether Step 6 can be before or after step 3 and its necessity; 
-
Whether Step 7 can be after step 3 or step 5, and its necessity/replaced by PC5 reconfiguration; 
-
Whether Step 8 can be after step 5.


1) Whether Remote UE suspends data transmission via relay link after step 3 (RRC Reconfiguration message to Remote UE)

[1][3][10][11] proposes to suspend UL transmission after reception of RRC Reconfiguration from gNB. [4] observes that Remote UE can suspend UL transmission as soon as it receives RRC Reconfiguration from gNB. [5] proposes Remote UE shall switch its data transmission from relay link to direct Uu after step 3. [8] proposes that after step 3 Remote UE shall not perform transmission over relay link. Regarding [5][8], Rapporteur understands the proposals assume UL transmission suspension via relay link after step 3.

Proposal 14. Remote UE stops UP and CP transmission via relay link after reception of RRC Reconfiguration message from gNB (i.e., step 3).
Q14. Is Proposal 14 agreeable?
	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm 
	Yes
	Except DAPS HO specified in NR Rel-16, the UE releases source link after receiving the HO command from the gNB. As indicated in our comment for Q2, we think Note 2 of WID has precluded DAPS like HO. Thus, remote UE should stop Uu SRB/DRB upon reception of HO command, same as Rel-15 Uu HO.

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	Yes, if the intention is to stop TX

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	We need to further discuss whether to continue to receive the data buffered in the relay UE. 

	Intel
	Yes
	Data transmission must be suspended for Remote UE via the relay link before Step 5 where the Remote UE handover from the indirect to direct path is completed. With this understanding, it is reasonable to assume that the data transmission for the Remote UE via the relay link is suspended upon the reception of the RRCReconfiguration message by the Remote UE from the gNB. 

	CMCC
	Yes 
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


2) Whether Step 6 (RRC Reconfiguration to Relay UE) can be before or after step 3 and its necessity

[1] proposes that step 6 should be after step 3. [2][3] proposes to perform step 6 after gNB receives RRC Reconfiguration Complete from Remote UE. [5] proposes when/whether Relay UE’s PC5 RLC channel reconfiguration for Remote UE is up to gNB implementation. [7] proposes that gNB sends the RRC Reconfiguration message to the Relay UE at step 6 not before or after step 3, which can be used to notify the path switch of remote UE and to release the Remote UE relevant configuration. [10] proposes that gNB sends RRC Reconfiguration message to the Relay UE after the gNB sends RRC Reconfiguration message to Remote UE and the need is up to gNB implementation so it is understood that step 6 can be after step 3 if needed. [8] proposes that step 6 shouldn’t be right after step 3 and before step 5. It is understood that the RRC Reconfiguration message to Relay UE should be sent after step 3 and the step 6 in the Figure 4.5.4.1-1 can be confirmed for the order of signalling.

Proposal 15. RAN2 to discuss whether RRC Reconfiguration message to Relay UE can be sent only after step 5 or it can be sent any time after step 3 based on gNB implementation, as in the Figure 4.5.4.1-1.

Q15. Which option of the timing do companies agree that RRC Reconfiguration message is sent to Relay UE? 

Option 1: only after step 5

Option 2: any time after step 3 based on gNB implementation 
	Company
	Option
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Option 2
	We think Step 6 can be sent right after Step 3, which is aligned with principle of legacy Uu HO (i.e. source link should be released upon reception HO command). Note that relay configuration should be regarded as part of source link in indirect to direct path switch. This helps free up relay UE resources and reduce loading on the relay UE
The benefit of Option 1 is for failure handling by keep relaying configuration in relay UE until target link is establishment. However, RAN2 has agreed to define specified / default PC5 configuration for remote UE’s SRB0 message delivery. Thus, remote UE can just use default configuration for RRC re-establishment when HO failure happens. Thus, we don’t see benefit to mandate NW to trigger Step 6 only after Step 5. 

In all, we think it is up to NW implementation to decide when to release relaying configuration, as long as it is after sending HO command.  

	MediaTek
	Option 2
	

	OPPO
	2
	From specification perspective, as usual, we should not limit network implementation, for example, the RRC Reconfiguration message to Relay UE can be sent before step-5 (but after step-3), or even after step-8, there is no need to restrict that in the specification.

	Vivo
	Option 2
	It is no need to specify network behavior.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 2
	

	Ericsson 
	Option 2
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Option 2
	It is helpful for the relay UE to get the information earlier.

	Intel
	Option 2
	Can occur any time after Step 3 if Remote UE stops UP and CP transmission via relay link after Step 3 

	CMCC
	Option 2
	

	CATT
	Option 1
	Slightly prefers Option 1 which is benefit for RRC re-establishment. But we are also OK to leave it to network implementation.

	ZTE
	Option 1
	We think it is better to send the RRCReconfiguration to relay UE at step 6, not after step 3. Since the path switch to direct link may fail and remote UE may fallback to indirect link, it is suggested to keep the remote UE relevant configuration until the remote UE successfully connected to the gNB via Uu. The RRC reconfiguration of relay UE after Step 3 is too early. 

	LG
	Option 2
	

	Samsung
	Option 2
	

	Spreadtrum
	Option 2
	

	Sony
	Option 2
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	There are some dependency between signalling of the relay and remote UE. It’s better for gNB to keep the relay UE’s configuration until remote UE successfully access NW. In case handover failure, remote UE could fallback to relay UE. Since the relay UE also suspends the transmission to remote UE, we don’t see much cost to keep the configuration for a short time.


3) Whether Step 7 (The PC5 link is released between Remote UE and the Relay UE) can be after step 3 or step 5, and its necessity/replaced by PC5 reconfiguration

[11] proposes that step 7 shall be executed by Remote UE right after applying the RRC Reconfiguration received by the gNB (i.e., after step3). [1] proposes that step 7 may be initiated after step 3 or after step 6 if the PC5 link is used only for relaying and if the PC5 link is shared with non-relay connection the PC5 reconfiguration should replace PC5 link release to release PC5 RLC for relaying. [7] proposes that step 7 can be after step 5 to keep the Remote UE relevant configuration until the Remote UE successfully connects to the gNB via Uu. [8] proposes that step 7 shouldn’t be right after step 3 and before step 5. [5][10] propose when to release PC5 connection is up to Remote UE/Relay UE implementation. Rapporteur thinks that RAN2 can discuss the timing and the necessity of PC5 connection release with an assumption that the link is used for relaying purpose only. The case where the PC5 connection is used for non-relay can be discussed separately e.g., the timing and the use of PC5 connection reconfiguration.

Proposal 16a. With an assumption that a PC5 connection between Relay UE and Remote UE is used for relaying only, RAN2 to discuss whether the timing of the PC5 unicast link release is up to UE implementation.

Q16a. When the PC5 unicast link is used for relaying only, do companies agree that the timing of the PC5 unicast link release is up to UE implementation?
	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	Note that the PC5 link may share non-relay PC5 traffics.  Thus, we don’t think RAN2 can specify a hard timing when to release PC5 link release. 

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	Whether the PC5 link is to be used for non-relaying traffic cannot be restricted/pre-judged by network, since the traffic arrival time is up to APP-layer of UE side. Besides, unicast link release is up to PC5-S link instead of AS layer. Considering both factors are out of RAN network control, it would be straightforward to leave it to UE implementation.

	Vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	We don’t need the assumption to agree P16a.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	Fine to go with majority

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes with comments
	It is possible that the remote UE does not release PC5 link immediately after receiving the path switching indication. Then, the remote UE continues to receive the data buffered in the relay UE.

	Intel
	No – see comment
	Even if PC5 unicast link is used for relaying only, it can be released by the Remote UE only after Step 3, that is, when data transmission via relay link has been suspended. After Step 3, the timing of the PC5 unicast link release is up to UE implementation.

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	Also ok to specify if after step 3

	Xiaomi
	No
	We understand this question only discusses path switching procedure, is not related to non-relay traffic. For example, if the release happens earlier than step 3, the reconfiguration message can’t be delivered to remote UE. In path switching procedure, the release shall be under gNB’s control, otherwise the path switch may fail. In a normal path switching procedure, release shall be triggered by relay UE, in which case it shall not be earlier than step 6. 


Proposal 16b. If the timing is not left up to UE implementation, RAN2 to discuss which step can be the timing (e.g., after step 3 or after step 5 or after step 6).

Q16b. If Q16a is answered with No, which option do companies agree as the timing of PC5 unicast link release?

Option 1: after step 3

Option 2: after step 5

Option 3: after step 6
	Company
	Option
	Comments

	 Intel
	Option 1
	See Comment for Q16a

	 Xiaomi
	Option 3
	The release shall be under gNB’s control.

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Proposal 17. For a PC5 connection between Relay UE and Remote UE which is shared for non-relay, based on the RRC Reconfiguration by gNB for Remote UE/Relay UE the PC5 connection reconfiguration can be executed to release PC5 RLC for relaying. RAN2 to discuss the timing of PC5 connection reconfiguration to release PC5 RLC for relaying.

Q17a. When the PC5 unicast link is shared for non-relaying, do companies agree that PC5 connection reconfiguration can be executed between Remote UE and Relay UE to release PC5 RLC for relaying?
	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm 
	Yes
	This case should be treated same as the case of releasing PC5 link when whether is non-relaying traffic shared.

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	As in R16, when network release the PC5 bearer at Tx-side, the RRCReconfigurationSidelink message can be used to notify the release to by Tx-UE to Rx-UE.

So similarly, the procedure should be that the network release the PC5 RLC bearer for Tx-side at both relay and remote UE, and the two UEs subsequently send RRCReconfigurationSidelink to each other to release the PC5 RLC bearer of Rx-side on the counterpart UE.

	vivo
	Yes
	Similar with legacy R16 connected TX UE, when gNB releases/reconfigure its PC5 RB(s), TX UE will perform PC5 RRC reconfiguration to RX UE for RB releasing.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	See comment
	If the sidelink configuration is received by the network, then is correct to talk about PC5 connection reconfiguration.

However, if no sidelink configuration is received by the network then is more correction to talk about PC5 connection release and add.

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	

	Intel
	Yes
	

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	PC5 RRC reconfiguration procedure can be triggered by Remote UE or Relay UE after receiving RRCReconfiguration to indicate corresponding PC5 unicast link release from gNB. This can happen after Step 3.

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	If this configuration comes from gNB, it’s OK to reuse legacy procedure.


Q17b. If Q17a is answered with Yes, do companies agree that the timing of the PC5 connection reconfiguration is up to UE implementation?
	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm 
	Yes
	This case should be treated same as the case of releasing PC5 link when whether is non-relaying traffic shared.

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	No
	As replied in Q17a, we understand the root trigger is the network signalling on PC5 RLC bearer release, and the UE would follow that t do RRCReconfigurationSidelink message delivery, so it should be up to network implementation instead of UE implementation.

	vivo
	Yes
	We think that PC5 connection reconfiguration is triggered by Uu reconfiguration, i.e. at least after step 3.

But it can be left to UE implementation about the timing relationship between PC5 reconfiguration and other steps, e.g. step 4/5/6.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	See comment
	If the sidelink configuration is received by the network, then is correct to talk about PC5 connection reconfiguration.

However, if no sidelink configuration is received by the network then is more correction to talk about PC5 connection release and add.

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	

	Intel
	No, with comment
	Same comment as Q16a. Reconfiguration is up to UE implementation as long as it takes place after Step 3

	CMCC 
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	Ok to follow majority

	Xiaomi
	No
	Same view as Q16a. 


Q17c. If Q17b is answered with No, which option do companies agree as the timing of PC5 connection reconfiguration between Relay UE and Remote UE?

Option 1: after step 3

Option 2: after step 5

Option 3: after step 6

Option 4: up to network implementation
	Company
	Option
	Comments

	OPPO
	4
	As replied to Q17a/b, we understand the root trigger is the network signalling on PC5 RLC bearer release, and the UE would follow that t do RRCReconfigurationSidelink message delivery, so it should be up to network implementation instead of UE implementation.

	Ericsson
	5
	Ideally, the remote and relay UE should wait for the RRC reconfiguration to be completed in order to reconfigure or release/add the PC5 connection.

	Intel
	Option 1
	After step 3, that is, after data transmission via relay link has been suspended.

	Xiaomi
	Option 3
	Same view as Q16b.

	
	
	


4) PC5 unicast link release mechanism to release the link between Relay UE and Remote UE

[2] raises an issue whether explicit PC5 unicast link release procedure is needed since Remote UE and Relay UE receive RRC reconfiguration from gNB and both Remote UE and Relay UE can release the PC5 unicast link implicitly. When the PC5 unicast link between the Remote UE and the Relay UE is released, [2][3][4][9] present that the PC5 unicast link can be released using layer 2 link release procedure by upper layer. [4] further proposes to define explicit PC5 RRC message for the purpose. Rapporteur suggests RAN2 discuss the mechanism for PC5 link release from indirect to direct path switch either to reuse layer 2 link release procedure by upper layer or to use PC5 RRC message explicitly.

Proposal 18a. With an assumption that a PC5 connection between Relay UE and Remote UE is used for relaying only, RAN2 to discuss whether implicit PC5 unicast link release procedure or explicit PC5 unicast link release procedure is executed when Remote UE and Relay UE receive RRC reconfiguration from gNB.

Q18a. When the PC5 unicast link for relaying only is released, which option do companies agree to release PC5 unicast link? 

Option 1: Relay UE and Remote UE release PC5 unicast link implicitly.

Option 2: Relay UE and Remote UE release PC5 unicast link with explicit procedure.
	Company
	Option
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Option 2
	If go with option 1, we have to specify a fixed timing for releasing which is not necessary, especially when PC5 link has shared non-relay traffic. 

	MediaTek
	Option 2
	

	OPPO
	2
	For the delivery of RRCReconfigurationSidelink via PC5-RRC, which is used to release the RLC bearer, it should be triggered based on network implementation, as replied to Q17a/b/c.

For the delivery of Disconnect Request via PC5-S, which is used to release the PC5-S link, it should be triggered based on UE implementation, as replied to Q16a.

No need for the said “implicit” release operation, which would lead to ambiguity or un-sync state between the peer UEs.

	vivo
	Option 2
	Similar to legacy R16 PC5 service termination.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	
	Isn’t the legacy behaviour?

	Ericsson
	
	Legacy behaviour should be applied.

	Lenovo&MM
	Option2 
	

	Intel
	Option 2
	

	CMCC
	Option 2
	

	CATT
	Option 2
	

	ZTE
	Option 2
	

	LG
	Option 2
	

	Samsung
	Option 2
	We prefer to use existing PC5 unicast link release procedure.

	Spreadtrum
	Option 2
	

	Sony
	Option 2
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 2
	


Proposal 18b. RAN2 to discuss which mechanism to be defined to release the unicast link between Relay UE and Remote UE in indirect to direct path switch procedure: (i) reuse layer 2 link release procedure (ii) use PC5 RRC message explicitly.

Q18b. If Q18a is answered with Option 2, which option do companies agree as PC5 unicast link release procedure? 

Option 1: Reuse layer 2 link release procedure

Option 2: Use PC5 RRC message explicitly for relaying purpose
	Company
	Option
	Comments

	Qualcomm 
	Option 1
	We don’t see much benefit to introduce a new unicast PC5 RRC message for releasing:

· If PC5 link only has relaying traffic: Option 2 needs to send multiple PC5 RRC messages to release one by one (if multiple unicast PC5 links are established between relay and remote UE)

· If PC5 link shared with non-relaying traffic: RRCReconfigurationSidelink is intended to release PC5 RLC for relaying. We also don’t see the need to introduce a PC5 RRC message for release purpose

	MediaTek
	Option 2
	

	OPPO
	1 and 2 are both needed.
	For the delivery of RRCReconfigurationSidelink via PC5-RRC, which is used to release the RLC bearer, it should be triggered based on network implementation, as replied to Q17a/b/c.

For the delivery of Disconnect Request via PC5-S, which is used to release the PC5-S link, it should be triggered based on UE implementation, as replied to Q16a.

No need for the said “implicit” release operation, which would lead to ambiguity or un-sync state between the peer UEs.

	Vivo
	Option 1
	Reuse legacy, i.e. PC5-S release.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	
	Isn’t the legacy behaviour?

	Ericsson
	
	We think that legacy behaviour can be applied.

	Lenovo&MM
	Option 1
	

	Intel
	Option 1 or Option 2
	We are okay to reuse layer-2 link release triggered by the upper layer, as supported in NR Sidelink using an indication from AS layer. However, using PC5 RRC message or indication over PC5-RRC message explicitly for relaying purpose may also be considered to be aligned with the procedure when relay UE undergoes Uu RLF or HO and informs remote UE (discussed as part of relay reselection AI).  

	CMCC
	Option 1
	

	CATT
	Option 1
	

	ZTE
	Option 1
	

	LG
	Option 1
	

	Samsung
	Option 1
	

	Spreadtrum
	Option 1
	

	Sony
	
	Legacy behaviour should apply

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	


5) Relay UE behaviour when Remote UE context is released

[1] proposes that Relay UE flushes the relaying data for Remote UE in its buffer when the Remote UE context is released at the Relay UE and no data forwarding back from Relay UE to gNB during path switch.

Proposal 19. Relay UE does not perform data forwarding back to gNB for Remote UE in indirect to direct path switch.

Q19. Is Proposal 19 agreeable? 

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	We think there is no benefit of introducing data forwarding back from relay UE to gNB during HO. Instead, as the NR PDCP terminates on the gNB and remote UE, PDCP status reports can be used for data recovery over the target link. 

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	UE performing data forwarding back to gNB has less benefits and higher complexity.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	Yes, if the intention is for DL data

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo&MM
	No
	Data forwarding can reduce the latency. otherwise, the remote UE needs to retransmit the data again after path switching based on PDCP status report. 

	Intel
	Yes
	If data is suspended at Step 3, then it is expected that, for downlink transmission gNB buffers remote UE’s data, and relay UE is not required to perform data forwarding. For uplink transmission, any unsent PDCP PDUs previously submitted to PC5-RLC entity at remote UE will be retransmitted over Uu RLC and hence data forwarding by Relay UE is not required. 

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


6) Whether Step 8 can be after step 5
[1][10] propose that data path switching should be after the Remote UE sends RRC Reconfiguration Complete to gNB (i.e., step 8 can be after step 5). [5] proposes that step 8 can be after step 5 as long as Remote UE has suspended its data transmission via relay link or the right time to allow step 8 to be after remote UE suspending data transmission via relay link. [8] proposes that step 8 is user plane operation, and may occur in parallel with steps 6 & 7. 

Proposal 20a. Step 8 can be executed in parallel or after step 5.

Q20a. Is Proposal 20a agreeable? 
	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	It is aligned with Uu HO principle, i.e. UP data can be multiplexed with RRCReconfigurationComplete, or UP data can be sent after RRCReconfigurationComplete

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	Up to UP multiplexing handling.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo&MM
	See comments 
	For UL, Step 8 can be executed in parallel because the remote UE stops UL immediately after receiving the path switching indication from gNB.

For DL, Step 8 can be executed after step 5 because the remote UE may continue to receive DL after receiving the path switching indication from gNB.

	Intel
	See comment
	If data transmission via the relay link has been suspended at Step 3, and the Remote UE has synchronized to the gNB by sending the RCReconfigurationComplete message in Step 5, the handover procedure is deemed complete in terms of data transmission at which point the UL/DL data transmission over the Uu link may begin. Therefore, Step 8 can be executed after Step 5. 

	CMCC 
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


Proposal 20b. Timing of Step 8 is independent of step 6 & step 7.

Q20b. Is Proposal 20b agreeable? 

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	As long as RRCReconfigurationComplete is send, UP data transmission can be started. Whether to release relay configuration in source link is independent of data transmission and up to NW implementation. 

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	

	Intel
	Yes
	See comment for Q20a

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


7) RLC and lower layers behaviour of Remote UE
	[6]R2-2104961
	Proposal 5：
The RLC and lower layers behaviours of a remote UE in Uu and relay paths switching cases can be similar with ones of a legacy UE in intra-gNB handover, e.g. release/add and start with new configurations.


[6] proposes that Remote UE’s RLC and lower layers entities behaviours can be same as those of legacy UE in intra-gNB handover e.g., release the old configuration, add and start with new configuration when path switch from indirect to direct and path switch from direct to indirect.

Proposal 21. RLC and lower layers behaviours of a Remote UE can be similar with those of legacy UE in intra-gNB handover e.g., release old configuration/add new configuration.

Q21. Is Proposal 21 agreeable? 

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm 
	Yes
	

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes, but
	We are not sure the woring after “e.g.” is accurate. Then we prefer to delete “e.g.” part.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	

	Intel
	Yes
	

	CMCC 
	Yes 
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


(2) The contents in RRC Reconfiguration message 

Regarding RRC Reconfiguration message (e.g., path switch command) for Remote UE and Relay UE in step 3 and in step 6, respectively, [1] proposes that RRC Reconfiguration for Remote UE is a legacy NR HO command. [1][9] propose that RRC Reconfiguration for Relay UE is to release Uu and PC5 RLC configuration for relaying, bearer mapping configuration. [4] observes the similar operation.

Proposal 22. The contents in RRC Reconfiguration message for Remote UE can be same as legacy NR RRC Reconfiguration with sync. 

Q22. Is Proposal 22 agreeable? 

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm 
	Yes
	

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes with comment
	we understand P22 is limited to indirect-to-direct change, yet for direct-to-indirect change, it worth further check since at least the RACH procedure due to reconfig-with-sync is not needed.

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	Echo OPPO’s comments. We should be clear in each proposal whether this is for “to direct” or “to indirect”

	Ericsson
	Yes with comment
	This applies also from indirect to direct path.

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	

	Intel
	See comment
	For the case of direct to indirect path switching, the RRCReconfiguration message may be different as the target is a Relay UE. For example, while contention free RACH resources may be allocated in the legacy Rel-15 HO procedure, in this case, dedicated RACH resources are not required since the Remote UE is connected to the target gNB via the Relay UE only while adaptation layer configuration and mapping of bearer configuration etc may be needed. 

	CMCC
	Yes 
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Too early to decide
	There may be some sidelink relay related configuration. We can’t exclude the possibility in this early stage. But legacy message could be baseline.


Proposal 23. The RRC Reconfiguration message for Relay UE is intended to release Uu and PC5 RLC configuration for relaying, bearer mapping configuration between PC5 RLC and Uu RLC.
Q23. Is Proposal 23 agreeable? 

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm 
	Yes
	

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes with comment
	we understand P23 is limited to indirect-to-direct change, since for direct-to-indirect change, it is not to release but to add the related configuration for the relayed connection.

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	This should be clarified as “from Indirect to direct path”

	Ericsson
	Yes
	This applies also from indirect to direct path.

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	

	Intel
	Yes
	

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	No
	The relay UE could still perform relay for other remote UEs. It’s unnecessary to mandate release relay configuration.


2.2.2.2 Path switch procedure for ‘from direct to indirect path’

	[1]R2-2104739
	Proposal 11: For HO from direct to indirect path (as illustrated in Figure 4.5.4-2 of TR 38.836), RAN2 conclude that remote UE HO to IDLE relay UE is not supported, and remote UE can only perform relay (re)selection to IDLE relay UE and then perform Uu RRC Reestablishment after relay UE transitions to CONNECTED state.

Proposal 12: For HO from direct to indirect path (as illustrated in Figure 4.5.4-2 of TR 38.836), the INACTIVE relay UE transits to CONNECTED state after the remote UE connects to the relay UE (as part of HO procedures) and the remote UE context is fetched from gNB at that point.

Proposal 13: For HO from indirect to direct path (as illustrated in Figure 4.5.4-2 of TR 38.836), RAN2 conclude that Step 4 is after Step 3 to either establish PC5 link (if no PC5 link exists) or reconfigure the PC5 RLC for relaying based on configuration from the gNB (if existing PC5 link is reused for relaying). 

Proposal 14: For HO from direct to indirect path (as illustrated in Figure 4.5.4-2 of TR 38.836), contents of HO related RRC messages include:

•
The HO command for remote UE (i.e. step 3) includes the PC5 RLC config for relaying in target cell.

•
The reconfiguration message for relay UE (i.e. step 2) include the Uu and PC5 RLC config for relaying, and bearer mapping configuration in target cell.

	[2]R2-2104749
	Proposal 4: In case of direct to indirect path switching, the RRC reconfiguration message to the remote UE should be sent after the RRC reconfiguration complete message is received from the target relay UE.

Proposal 5: In case of direct to indirect path switching, the RRC reconfiguration message sent to the target relay UE should at least contains the UL/DL Uu RLC channel configurations, the PC5 RLC channel configurations from the relay UE to the remote UE, and the mapping between Uu BH RLC channel and PC5 RLC channel for each remote UE.

Proposal 6: In case of direct to indirect path switching, the RRC reconfiguration message sent to the remote UE should at least contains the PC5 RLC channel configurations from the relay UE to the remote UE, and the mapping between E2E radio bearer and PC5 RLC channel for the  remote UE.

Proposal 7: In case of direct to indirect path switching, the remote UE can initiate the PC5 connection setup procedure upon receiving the RRC reconfiguration message from the gNB.

	[3]R2-2104872
	Proposal 1:
For direct to indirect path switch, if the relay UE receives its configuration directly from the gNB, RAN2 assumes configuration of the relay (step2) should complete prior to configuration of the remote UE (step 3)

Proposal 2:
For the direct to indirect path switch, the remote UE triggers a PC5 connection establishment upon reception of the RRC reconfiguration message from the NW

Proposal 3:
For the direct to indirect path switch, the remote UE sends the RRC reconfiguration complete message following completion of legacy AS signalling exchange associated with PC5-RRC connection establishment (e.g. PC5 RRC reconfiguration, capability exchange)

Proposal 5:
For the direct to indirect path switch, the remote UE suspends transmission of data via Uu following reception of the RRC reconfiguration message from the NW

Proposal 8:
Separate path switch timers (T304-like) are configured for direct to indirect switch and indirect to direct switch.

	[4]R2-2104891
	Proposal 6: For the direct to indirect path switching, wait for relay (re)selection/discovery conclusion to discuss the PC5 link quality measurement report mechanism.

Proposal 7: Step 4 should be performed after steps 2 and 3. 

Proposal 8: Step 5 should be performed after steps 2, 3 and 4. Ordering among steps 2 and 3 is insignificant.

Proposal 9:  RAN2 discuss whether it is feasible for the Relay UE to send indication to the gNB to initiate its own Reconfiguration upon establishing unicast link with Remote UE.

	[5]R2-2104894
	Proposal 5
IDLE/INACTIVE Relay UE can be triggered to access into RRC CONNECTED state by remote UE.

Proposal 6
If remote UE has not established PC5 connection with relay UE, up to remote UE implementation to set up PC5 connection with relay UE(s) before or  network command in step 3.

Proposal 7
Remote UE switch the data transmission from direct link to relay link based on network command in step-3.

	[7]R2-2104979
	Proposal 7: For the gNB controlled path switch from direct to indirect link, both RRC_Connected relay UE and  RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE relay UE may be selected by gNB as the target relay UE for remote UE. 

Proposal 8: For the gNB controlled path switch from direct to indirect link, relay UE can be selected by gNB as the target relay UE before the remote UE establish the PC5 connection with relay UE.

	[8]R2-2105029
	Proposal 3: Step 2 should be done before step 3 to prepare relay UE in advance and reduce the interruption time from establishing Uu RLC channels for UE to network relay during the remote UE switching to indirect relay UE.

Proposal 4: Step 4 should be done after step 3, so that configuration information provided in step 3 can be used to establish PC5 RLC channels for UE to network relay.

	[9]R2-2105344
	Proposal 2. For direct to indirect path switch, gNB sends RRCReconfiguration to Relay UE to add Remote UE’s PC5 RLC channel and Uu RLC channel configurations.

Proposal 3. For Remote UE switching from gNB to Relay UE, the RRCReconfiguration with path switch command for Remote UE can include the configuration for PC5 MAC entities and PC5 RLC entities with the Relay UE.

	[10]R2-2105741
	Proposal 5: For path switch from direct to indirect, the decision of switching to a target Relay UE by gNB and sending of the RRC Reconfiguration message to Relay UE should be performed after target Relay UE connects (i.e. transit from RRC_INACTIVE/RRC_IDLE to RRC_CONNECTED state) to the gNB.

Proposal 6: For path switch from direct to indirect, the Remote UE can but is not required to establish PC5 connection between the Remote UE and the Relay UE, before gNB instructs the Remote UE to switch to the Relay UE.

Proposal 12: A Relay UE in RRC_INACTIVE/RRC_IDLE can be chosen as a target relay UE by network in L2 UE to NW Relay path switch procedure.

Proposal 13: Remote UE can trigger the target relay UE in RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE state into RRC_CONNECTDE state, during PC5 connected setup.

	[11]R2-2105774
	Proposal 2
For the path switch from direct to indirect path, the PC5 connection establishment (step 4 of Fig. 4.5.4.2-1 of TR 38.836) shall be done only after the RRC reconfiguration procedure (step 2/3 of Fig. 4.5.4.2-1 of TR 38.836).


(1) The order and timing of signalling in the procedure 

	
[image: image2.emf]
Step 1: Remote UE reports one or multiple candidate Relay UE(s), after Remote UE measures/discoveries the candidate Relay UE(s).

-
Remote UE may filter the appropriate Relay UE(s) meeting higher layer criteria when reporting, in step 1.

-
The reporting may include the Relay UE's ID and SL RSRP information, where the measurement on PC5 details can be left to WI phase, in step 1.

Step 2: Decision of switching to a target Relay UE by gNB, and target (re)configuration is sent to Relay UE optionally (like preparation).

Step 3: RRC Reconfiguration message to Remote UE. Following information may be included: 1) Identity of the target Relay UE; 2) Target Uu and PC5 configuration.

Step 4: Remote UE establishes PC5 connection with target Relay UE, if the connection has not been setup yet.

Step 5: Remote UE feedback the RRC Reconfiguration Complete to gNB via target path, using the target configuration provided in RRC Reconfiguration.

Step 6: The data path switching.

NOTE:
Following are further discussed in WI phase, including: 
-
Whether Step 2 should be after Relay UE connects to the gNB (e.g. after step 4), if not yet before;
-
Whether Step 4 can be before step 2/3.


1 Whether Step 2 should be after Relay UE connects to the gNB (e.g. after step 4), if not yet before

[3] proposes that Relay UE configuration of step 2 should complete prior to step 3. [4] comments that the ordering between step 2 and step 3 is insignificant. [7] proposes that step 2 can be after step 4 if Relay UE in RRC_IDLE or RRC_INACTIVE should be selected as target Relay UE. [8] proposes that step 2 should be done before step 3 to prepare Relay UE in advance and reduce the interruption time from establishing Uu RLC channels for UE to network relay during the Remote UE switching to Relay UE. [10] proposes that step 2 should be performed after the target Relay UE is in RRC_CONNECTED with the gNB including Relay UE’s transition from RRC_INACTIVE/RRC_IDLE. Rapporteur thinks that the timing of step 2 is related with whether to select Relay UE in RRC_INACTIVE or RRC_IDLE as a target Relay for path switch and who to trigger Relay UE’s state transition to RRC_CONNECTED (i.e., Relay UE connects to gNB), so it would be better to discuss first the scenario of path switch to Relay UE in RRC_IDLE or in RRC_INACTIVE. 

Regarding path switch scenario to Relay UE in RRC_IDLE or RRC_INACTIVE, [1][5][7][10] present the handling of path switch to Relay UE in RRC_IDLE or RRC_INACTIVE. [1] proposes that Remote UE’s path switch to Relay UE in RRC_IDLE is not supported since gNB has no context of Relay UE but the path switch to Relay UE in RRC_INACTIVE can be supported after Remote UEs’ transition to RRC_CONNECTED with RAN paging. [7] proposes that gNB can select Relay UE in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE as a target Relay UE. [5][10] propose that Remote UE trigger Relay UE to perform state transition from RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE to RRC_CONNECTED. In [5] gNB can filter measured and reported candidate Relay UE based on RRC state. 

Proposal 24. RAN2 to discuss whether to support path switch to Relay UE in RRC_IDLE or RRC_INACTIVE with gNB assisted mechanisms (e.g., paging, filtered list of Relay UE based on NW implementation) or Remote UE assisted mechanism using PC5 (e.g., Remote UE triggers Relay UE to enter RRC_CONNECTED via PC5 signaling)

Q24a. Do companies agree that Relay UE in RRC_IDLE or RRC_INACTIVE can be candidate target Relay UE in case of direct to indirect path switch?

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	No for RRC_IDLE
	In Uu HO, target cell needs to prepare UE’s configuration in target cell (i.e. HO command) based on UE context. Then:

· When the relay UE is in IDLE state, the gNB has no context of the relay UE and will not be able to select that relay UE and prepare target cell configuration during HO preparation for CONNECTED remote UE.

· On the other hand, the target gNB can select the INACTIVE relay UE for HO as the gNB has context of the INACTIVE relay UE

	MediaTek
	More discussion needed
	This may be a discussion on Relay selection. The first thing is to ensure that the Relay UE is in the network coverage. If Relay UE is in RRC_IDLE or RRC_INACTIVE, the path switch procedure would be complicated in case the Relay UE is not served by the same gNB that serves the Remote UE

	OPPO
	Yes
	We support to include both IDLE and INACTIVE relay.

Otherwise, if limit to CONNECTED UE in this release, it would be too restrictive which means that the power consumption of relay UE might be high and thus it is not a power efficient solution in the end.

	vivo
	FFS
	Our concern is how to identify a relay UE between gNB and remote UE, e.g. legacy Layer-2 ID in R16 reporting is not reasonable since Layer-2 ID can not be used in paging. Others, e.g. S-TMSI, may have security issues.

Secondly, Idle/Inactive relay UE may occur inter-gNB cases.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Postpone
	

	Ericsson
	Pospone
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Postpone
	

	Intel
	FFS
	For Relay_UE in RRC_IDLE state, if it is selected as a candidate target relay UE, the gNB is not aware of the Relay UE context and cannot initiate the RRC Reconfiguration for Relay UE. This requires further study, because for this case if the Remote UE triggers the state transition for Relay UE from RRC_IDLE to RRC_CONNECTED, it would mean some modification to the agreed baseline flow in Fig 4.5.4.2-1 will be required. 

	CMCC
	FFS
	For relay UE in RRC INACTIVE and RRC IDLE can be discussed after RRC CONNECTED case.

	CATT
	Postpone
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	gNB may prioritize the RRC_Connected relay UE to be selected as the target relay UE for remote UE. However, if no such suitable relay UE exists, gNB may also require the remote UE to switch to an RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE relay UE. 

	LG
	FFS
	

	Samsung
	See comment
	We are fine to postpone this issue.

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	FFS
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	Relay UE could be triggered to enter CONNECTED after selected by gNB. 


Q24b. If Q24a is answered with Yes, for handling of path switch to a Relay UE in RRC_IDLE or RRC_INACTIVE, which scenario do companies agree? 

Option 1: use gNB assisted mechanism (e.g., paging, filtered list of Relay UE based on NW implementation)

Option 2: use Remote UE assisted mechanism via PC5 (e.g., Remote UE triggers Relay UE to enter RRC_CONNECTED)

	Company
	Option
	Comments

	Qualcomm 
	Option 2 for INACTIVE UE
	For option 1, we don’t prefer paging based solution because it has spec impact on SA2 and RAN3 (as it is CN/RAN paging without MT data arriving). For the filtered list of relay based on NW implementation, we understand it is target gNB to filter relay UEs in CONNECTED state as target relay and there is no RAN2 spec impact.

For INACTIVE UE, we think option 2 can be used, i.e. upon reception of HO command, remote UE starts to establish unicast PC5 connection with the indicated relay, and then the relay UE transition to CONNECTED state after the remote UE connects to the relay UE.

	MediaTek
	More discussion needed
	See comments in Q24a

	OPPO
	1 and 2
	we are open to both options.

	Vivo
	Open
	Slightly prefer option2 due to ID issue in Q24a.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Postpone
	

	Ericsson
	Postpone
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Postpone
	

	ZTE
	Option 2
	

	LG
	1 and 2
	

	Samsung
	See comment
	We are fine to postpone this issue.

	Spreadtrum
	Option 2
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	We think paging is more aligned with legacy procedure. L2 ID could be included in paging message. This paging is only within one cell, so the L2 id could be used to uniquely identify one relay UE.


Proposal 25. RAN2 to further discuss the timing of step 2 based on the scenario of path switch to Relay UE in RRC_IDLE or RRC_INACTIVE.

Q25. Do companies agree to discuss the timing of step 2 based on the decision of Q24a/Q24b? 

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm 
	Yes 
	For INACTIVE relay, step 2 can be after unicast PC5 link is established (i.e. between step 4 and step 5)

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	the timing of step-2 is solution-dependent, so that we are surely OK to discuss this issue based on output of Q24a/b.

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	

	Intel
	Yes
	See comment to Q24a

	CMCC 
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	We are fine to postpone this issue.

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


2 Whether Step 4 can be before step 2/3. When to setup PC5 connection
[1] proposes that step 4 is after step 3 to establish PC5 link or to reconfigure the existing PC5 link with PC5 RLC configuration for relaying. [2] proposes that it is executed upon Remote UE receiving the RRC Reconfiguration from gNB. [4] proposes that step 4 should be performed after step 2 and step 3 and step 5 should be performed after step 2, 3 and 4. [7] proposes that step 4 does not have to be before step 2/3. [8] proposes that step 4 should be done after step 3 to use the configuration information in step 3 to establish PC5 RLC channels. [11] proposes that step 4 shall be done only after step 2/3. [5] proposes that it is up to Remote UE implementation to set up PC5 connection with relay UE(s) before or network command in step 3. [10] proposes that Remote UE may establish PC5 connection with Relay UE before gNB sends RRC Reconfiguration to Remote UE (step 3) but this is not required. Rapporteur understands that the issues is about the timing of PC5 connection setup in case that the connection has not been setup yet and based on company contributions RAN2 can discuss whether the PC5 connection setup is executed after step 3 if the connection has not been setup yet.

Proposal 26. RAN2 to discuss whether the PC5 connection setup procedure is executed after step 3 if the connection has not been setup yet.

Q26. Do companies agree that the PC5 connection setup procedure is executed after step 3 if the connection has not been setup yet? 

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	Step 4 should be after Step 3 because the PC5 RLC configuration from gNB is required.

In addition, if an existing PC5 link with target relay is reused for relaying, Step 4 is still needed because PC5 RLC for relaying need to be reconfigured for the existing PC5 link.

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	
	We are open to both

· If it is done before step-3, it can save some switching latency with the cost on unnecessary PC5 connection establishment;

· Or it can be done after step-3, it improve resource efficiency since remote UE can limit to the selected relay but the latency may be increased;

	vivo
	Open
	From the perspective of PC5 RLC channel establishment, complete PC5 reconfiguration occurs after step 3.

From the perspective of discovery & PC5-S establishment, e.g. potential integrated two procedures in SA2, PC5 setup/security activation occurs before step 3.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	Agree with OPPO

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo&MM
	No
	Network implementation to decide before/after step 3 if the connection has not been setup yet.

If gNB has selected the target relay, the gNB may request the remote UE to establish the PC5 link firstly.

	Intel
	Yes
	

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


Regarding the timing of suspension of data transmission over Uu, [5] proposes Remote UE suspends its data transmission over Uu and switches the data transmission to relay link based on network command in step 3.

Proposal 27. Remote UE stops UP and CP transmission over Uu after reception of RRC Reconfiguration message from gNB (i.e., step 3).

Q27. Is Proposal 27 agreeable? 

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm 
	Yes
	It is just legacy Uu HO procedure

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo&MM
	Yes
	legacy.

	Intel
	Yes
	

	CMCC
	Yes 
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


3 Additional indication from Relay UE 
[4] proposes additional indication from Relay UE to gNB for the case from direct to indirect path switch to initiate Relay UE’s reconfiguration with Remote UE. 

Proposal 28. RAN2 to discuss the necessity of additional indication from Relay UE to gNB to initiate Relay UE’s reconfiguration upon establishing unicast link with Remote UE.

Q28. Do companies agree the necessity of additional indication from Relay UE to gNB to initiate Relay UE’s reconfiguration upon establishing unicast link with Remote UE? 

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	No 
	Isn’t RRCReconfigurationComplete message used for this purpose? 

	MediaTek
	No
	

	OPPO
	
	We are open to both

· If the output of P24b is that a gNB-based solution is adopted, then there is no need for relay initiated configuration;

· Or if the output of P24b is that a UE-based solution is adopted, then there is a need for relay initiated configuration;

	vivo
	No
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No
	

	Ericsson
	No
	

	Lenovo&MM 
	No
	

	Intel
	See comment
	For the case of direct to indirect path switching, it may be useful to define a message exchange between Relay UE and gNB upon some form of decision to perform relaying, making the gNB potentially aware of the relay UE. Such indication can be used as a pre-cursor to the step when gNB performs RRC Reconfiguration for the Relay UE (Step 2). 

	CMCC
	No 
	

	CATT
	No
	

	ZTE
	No
	

	LG
	NO
	

	Samsung
	No
	

	Spreadtrum
	No
	

	Sony
	See comments
	Agree with OPPO

	Xiaomi
	No
	


(2) The contents in RRC Reconfiguration message

Regarding the contents in RRC Reconfiguration message (e.g., path switch command) for Remote UE and Relay UE in step 3 and in step 2, respectively, [2] proposes that RRC Reconfiguration for Remote UE includes PC5 RLC configuration for relaying, mapping between E2E RB and PC5 RLC channel. [1][2][9] propose that RRC Reconfiguration for Relay UE includes Uu and PC5 RLC configuration for relaying, bearer mapping configuration between PC5 RLC and Uu RLC. Rapporteur took the liberty to add the identity of the target Relay UE in RRC Reconfiguration message to Remote UE as in [13]. 

Proposal 29. The contents in RRC Reconfiguration message for Remote UE can include Relay UE ID, PC5 RLC configuration for relaying and mapping between E2E RB and PC5 RLC channel. 

Q29. Is the Proposal 29 agreeable? 

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	we understand this proposal is for direct-to-indirect switching

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	We should be clear that “mapping between E2E RB and PC5 RLC channel” does not mean support PC5 adaption layer.

	Ericsson
	Yes with comments
	We prefer to same “can include at least”.

	Lenovo&MM 
	Yes
	Agree with Ericsson to add ‘at least’.

	Intel
	Yes
	

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	Agree with Ericsson


Proposal 30. The contents in RRC Reconfiguration message for Relay UE can include Uu and PC5 RLC configuration for relaying, bearer mapping configuration between PC5 RLC and Uu RLC.

Q30. Is Proposal 30 agreeable? 

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm 
	Yes
	

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	we understand this proposal is for direct-to-indirect switching

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No, but
	We are fine if we delete “bearer mapping configuration between PC5 RLC and Uu RLC”, since we have not agreed on the mapping table in relay UE is configured by PC5 RLC=> Uu RLC.

	Ericsson
	Yes with comments
	We prefer to same “can include at least”.

	Lenovo&MM 
	Yes
	Agree with Ericsson to add ‘at least’.

	Intel
	Yes
	

	CMCC 
	Yes 
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	Agree with Ericsson


2.2.2.3 Lossless support

	[6]R2-2104961
	Proposal 4：
The PDCP behaviours of a remote UE in Uu and relay paths switching cases can be same as ones of a legacy UE in intra-gNB handover, which can guarantee the service continuity for L2 remote UE.

	[7]R2-2104979
	Proposal 6: In order to ensure the UL lossless delivery during path switch from indirect to direct link, it is suggested that remote UE performs PDCP retransmission based on PDCP status report received from gNB after remote UE connects to the gNB via direct link.

	[11]R2-2105774
	Proposal 5
RAN2 to discuss how the data patch switch procedure happens in case of path switch and how to achieve lossless path switch in order to guarantee service continuity.


[6][7][11] present lossless related issue in path switch procedure. [6] proposes that PDCP behaviour of a Remote UE in path switch operation can be same as legacy UE in intra-gNB handover. [7] proposes for UL lossless from indirect to direct path switch Remote UE performs PDCP retransmission based on PDCP status report from gNB. [7] presents lossless support based on RRC connection reestablishment procedure in UE autonomous path switch scenario. Rapporteur proposes RAN2 make a general principle on lossless support. But the lossless support can be limited for RLC AM bearer. A lossless path switch may not be supported for RLC UM bearer. 
Proposal 31a. Lossless is supported for RLC AM bearer in path switch procedure in both cases (i.e., indirect to direct switch, direct to indirect switch)

Q31a. Is Proposal 31a agreeable? 

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	to solve this, we need to ensure that for indirect-to-direct change, how to ensure the successful delivery of 

1) the packet(s) that delivery from remote to relay successfully (i.e. Ack-ed by PC5 ARQ), but not delivered successfully from relay to network yet when the switching command is sent to remote UE, e.g., the Uu RLC entity between relay and network should not be released as soon as the remote UE performs switching due to the switching command from network;

2) the packet(s) that delivery from network to relay successfully (i.e. Ack-ed by Uu ARQ), but not delivered successfully from relay to remote yet when the switching command is sent to remote UE, e.g., the PC5 RLC entity between relay and network should not be released as soon as the remote UE performs switching due to the switching command from network, or leave it to network implementation.



	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes, but 
	For sure we will support the lossless. But we prefer to agree this together with the solution, if RAN2 agree any.

	Ericsson
	Yes with comment
	Okay to agree on the intention, but RAN2 should also discuss on how to enable it.

	Lenovo&MM 
	Yes
	

	Intel
	Yes
	

	CMCC
	Yes 
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


Proposal 31b. If lossless is supported, the detail mechanisms (e.g., reuse of legacy PDCP mechanism, path switch timing) can be discussed.

Q31b. Do companies agree that the detail mechanisms can be discussed based on the decision of Q31a? 

	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Qualcomm 
	Yes
	As the NR PDCP terminates on the gNB and remote UE, legacy PDCP status reports from remote UE can be reused. 

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes 
	sure the related UP behaviour (not only PDCP but also RLC) should be considered.

	vivo
	Yes
	Legacy PDCP behaviours are baseline for lossless.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes, but
	We prefer to first disuss the solution to see if it can be easily solved or not.

	Ericsson
	Yes but
	Okay to agree on the intention, but RAN2 should also discuss on how to enable it.

	Lenovo&MM 
	Yes
	

	Intel
	Yes
	

	CMCC 
	Yes 
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


2.3 Other

[3] proposes NW controlled discovery and relay selection for L2 Relay. Since this issue is related with SL discovery and SL relay selection/reselection specified for L2 Relay rather service continuity and path switch procedure, Rapporteur thinks that this topic may be discussed if time allowed.
	R2-2104872
	Proposal 14:
Discovery transmission/reception can be explicitly enabled/disabled by the network for a relay/remote UE in RRC_CONNECTED.


Proposal 32. RAN2 to discuss NW controlled discovery transmission/reception for L2 relay.

Q32. Do companies agree that NW controlled discovery transmission/reception can be discussed under the scope of L2 relay specified discovery and relay (re-)selection? 

	Company
	Yes / No
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Ok to categorize it into L2 specific part but no need to discuss
	We understand it falls into the scope of L2 specific aspect. But given the conclusion from 113bis that “the remote UE and relay UE in the RRC_CONNECTED can use the threshold based methods as in IDLE/INACTIVE, to determine whether it is allowed to perform discovery message transmission.”, which covers both L2 and L3 relay, it can be deprioritized.

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	We agree with the proposal but good to discuss it within the discovery AI.

	Lenovo&MM 
	Yes
	

	Intel
	Yes
	

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	See comments
	Agree with OPPO’s comments, it is not necessary to have more discuss on this.

	Samsung
	Yes
	We think this issue does not have to be handled under service continuity scope. This issue can be discussed under discovery/relay (re-)selection scope.

	Spreadtrum
	Yes
	

	Sony
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	


3 Conclusion
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