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1.	Introduction
In the service continuity supporting for the inter-gNB direct/indirect-to-indirect path switching, RAN3 had some conclusions on which gNB will select path type and target relay UE. However, it’s not clear whether the source gNB delivers the PC5 RSRP measured by remote UE to the target gNB. We think it can be discussed in RAN2.
For the lossless delivery, in the last RAN2 meeting (RAN2 #121b), RAN2 put some candidate solutions on the table for the lossless delivery when uplink and downlink, during the inter-gNB indirect-to-direct/indirect path switching. We want to share our view about the candidate solutions.
2.	Discussion
2.1 Service continuity for inter-gNB direct/indirect-to-indirect case
For the inter-gNB direct/indirect-to-indirect path switching, RAN3 made their agreement such as “the source gNB sends a list of candidate relay UEs belonging to the same target cell in the HO REQ message. At least Remote UE ID and a list of candidate target relay UE IDs should be included in the XnAP HANDOVER REQUEST message.” In this agreement, it’s not clear whether the PC5 RSRP measured by the remote UE is delivered to the target gNB. The reason target gNB selects a target relay UE for the inter-gNB direct/indirect-to-indirect path switching is that they assume the target gNB can select a better target relay UE than the source gNB. Because the target gNB can know the RRC state of the candidate relay UEs and the Uu RSRP. However, the target gNB doesn’t know the PC5 RSRP between the remote UE and the candidate relay UEs. For the target gNB to select a proper target relay UE, the target gNB may need to know the PC5 RSRP value measured by remote UE. 
Observation 1: Target gNB knows the RRC state of the candidate relay UEs. 
Observation 2: If the candidate relay UE is in RRC_CONNECTED, the target gNB also knows Uu RSRP of the candidate relay UEs.
Observation 3: Even if the PC5 RSRP of a candidate relay UE is better than the PC5 RSRP of any others, the target gNB can select the other relay UE among the candidate as a target relay UE considering the RRC state and the Uu RSRP.
Observation 4: RAN3 agreed that the source gNB sends a list of the candidate relay UE IDs belonging to the same target cell
Proposal 1: The source gNB sends PC5 RSRP measurement results on the candidate relay UEs to the target gNB via inter-node RRC message.

2.2 Lossless delivery for the uplink stream
In the last RNN2 meeting (RAN2 #121bis), the following agreement was made for the lossless uplink delivery during inter-gNB path switching.
Agreements:
For uplink lossless data delivery for path switch, continue considering solutions U3 and U5 from R2-2304305.  Other solutions are not pursued.
We think both solutions U3 and U5 can be utilized by remote UE and/or source/target gNB implementations for lossless uplink delivery for inter-gNB indirect-to-direct/indirect path switching. We support one of the solutions on the table within the condition without the current spec impact.
Observation 4: The solution-U3 is remote UE implementation and the solution-U5 is the source/target gNB implementation.
Proposal 2: We support U3 and U5 within the condition without spec impact.

2.3 Lossless delivery for the downlink stream
In the last RNN2 meeting (RAN2 #121bis), the following agreement was made for the lossless downlink delivery during inter-gNB path switching.
Agreements:
For downlink lossless data delivery for path switch, Solution-D4 is taken as the baseline solution and keep Solution-D3/D5 on the table for further decision at the next meeting.
To implement solution D4, the target gNB request the source gNB to additionally forward the missing DL packets that were not forwarded earlier after receiving the PDCP status report. This solution is RAN3 related operation. The solution can give a spec impact on the RAN3. Before making an agreement to support solution D4 in RAN2, RAN2 needs to send LS to the RAN3 to ask whether RAN3 has a plan to support solution D4. 
Solution D3 is less optimization than solution D4, but it may not give a spec impact on RAN3. We think D3 can be implemented by the source gNB without spec impact. 
Observation 5: Downlink solution D3 can be left to source gNB implementation without a spec impact. 
Proposal 3: RAN2 needs to send LS to the RAN3 to ask whether RAN3 will support the downlink solution D4.
Solution D5 is source gNB implementation. So, it’s up to RAN3 whether to support solution D5. 
Proposal 3: Whether to support D5 is up to RAN3.
3.	Conclusion
Proposal 1: The source gNB sends PC5 RSRP measurement results on the candidate relay UEs to the target gNB via inter-node RRC message.
Proposal 2: We support U3 and U5 within the condition without spec impact.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 3: Whether to support D5 is up to RAN3.
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