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1. Introduction
In this contribution, the RRC open issues are listed for further discussion and issue tracking. 
2. Open issue list
	Open issue
	Rapporteur view

	1. MP scenario 1

	Issue 1.1: Editor’s Note: FFS whether there is other condition to include the new indication, e.g. explicit NW indication, or RRC state of the L2 U2N Relay UE.
	This issue has been discussed for several times, there are several solutions to be down selected by RAN2.

	Issue 1.2: Editor’s Note: FFS the stop condition for other cases, i.e. PC5-RRC trigger, CONNECTED relay UE
	For T421, the stop condition only covers the case that idle/inactive relay UE is triggered to connected based on remote UE’s duplicated SRB1, but may not cover the cases of connected relay UE or PC5-RRC trigger. 
This issue has been discussed, and there are several solutions to be down selected by RAN2.

	Issue 1.3: Editor’s Note: FFS whether/how to indicate PC5 release/maintain for indirect path add/modify/release. And for indirect path release, FFS whether to include an explicit “directPathRelease” flag in the reconfiguration procedure so that the UE can apply a simpler behaviour. 
	The baseline procedure is that the MP remote UE releases source path(s) before accessing the target path(s) which is the same as the current MR-DC mobility procedures. But companies think the procedure should be further optimized to avoid some unnecessary UE behavior.
Proponent companies can provide TP to show spec impact, based on which RAN2 can make final decision.

	Issue 1.4: Editor’s Note: FFS whether the detailed report types other than indirectPathAddChangeFailure, path failure, Uu-RLF, Uu failure, PC5-RLF can be included.
	The EN can be removed. Companies can bring TP to justify new failure type if any. Then RAN2 can discuss new failure types based on companies’ contribution.
[Rapp] This will be addressed in Rapp misc CR.

	Issue 1.5: To confirm that upon detecting radio link failure of the direct path while indirect path change or addition is ongoing, RRC reestablishment is triggered.
	This issue was raised by company to align the MR-DC handling “upon detecting radio link failure of the MCG while PSCell change or PSCell addition is ongoing, RRC reestablishment is triggered in 5.3.7.2”. Companies can submit RIL or bring TP on this.

	2. MP scenario 2

	Issue 2.1: Editor’s Note: whether T421 is applicable to scenario 2.
	There are related RILs under discussion, RAN2 can have further discussion based on RIL or company contributions. 

	3. U2U common part

	Issue 3.1: Editor’s Note: FFS whether the old indication for R17 U2N Relay can be used for R18 U2U Relay or a new U2U Relay-specific indication is needed for gNB capability of supporting U2U Relay.
	There are related RILs under discussion, RAN2 can have further discussion based on RIL or company contributions. 

	Issue 3.2: Editor’s Note: FFS whether/how to capture if the SL-RSRP/SD-RSRP measurement of the peer NR sidelink U2U Remote UE is not available.
	There are related RILs under discussion, RAN2 can have further discussion based on RIL or company contributions. 

	Issue 3.3: Editor’s Note: Whether to differentiate U2U discovery and U2N discovery can be checked in maintenance.
	This issue that network is not able to distinguish U2U SUI and U2N SUI was raised by company during CR updating, since U2U discovery reuse Rel-17 signaling introduced for U2N discovery. 
This can be addressed by adding an indication in SUI for U2U.
[QC] It is unclear what is the motivation to let the gNB distinguish U2U discovery and U2N discovery since there is no difference between U2U and U2N discovery from gNB perspective. So companies can bring contribution to the meeting to justify the motivation.
[Rapp] Ok, let’s have further discussion in next meeting.

	4. L2 U2U specific

	Issue 4.1: The detailed signaling for QoS split/update.
 
Editor’s Note: Whether this message arrangement is optimal can be discussed in maintenance. Whether to cover the case the Relay UE updates the QoS split can be discussed in maintenance. 
Editor’s Note: Whether the per-SLRB QoS is reported in a list of E2E connections or all in one big list can be further checked in maintenance.
	In the current spec, request+response procedure with two new messages is used for QoS split. But whether relay UE can update split QoS without remote UE’s request message has not been discussed but raised by companies during CR drafting. RAN2 can further check if this QoS update is needed or have any spec impact.

	Issue 4.2:  SRAP configuration derivation based on SIB12 and reconfiguration.
 
Editor’s Note: The mapping configuration (from e2e SLRB to RLC channel) is needed in pre-configuration.  The existing table format is used as a baseline, subject to discussion during maintenance.
	The EN is kept for now, if companies identify anything missing in the spec, we can have further discussion based on RIL or company contributions. 

	Issue 4.2:  E2E bearer management and corresponding per-hop RLC handling.
 
Editor’s Note: FFS on how to release SL DRB on E2E and hop configuration for U2U relay.
Editor’s Note: FFS on how to release SL SRB on E2E and hop configuration for U2U relay.
	It should be clear that if the SLRB/RLC channel is established by network configuration, it can only be released by network as legacy. But if the SLRB/RLC channel is established by UE itself, the UE needs to release it when necessary.
The missing UE behavior can be checked during asn.1 review or discussed in RAN2 #125 meeting.

	Issue 4.3:  Editor’s Note: FFS whether additional procedure for L2 U2U PC5 RLF initiation.
	The EN can be removed. If any new behavior is identified, companies are welcome to submit RIL or bring TP to RAN2 #125 meeting.
[Rapp] This will be addressed in Rapp misc CR.

	5. Service continuity

	Issue 5.1:  Editor’s Note: FFS how to include two thresholds for SL-RSRP and SD-RSRP in event X1, X2, Y2.
	The issue was raised during CR drafting. The thing is that event X1, X2, Y2 were introduced in Rel-17. If some changes are made to the existing events, RAN2 needs to discuss the UE capabilities to avoid NBC change to legacy UE.
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