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1. Overall Description:
In RAN2 #129bis meeting, RAN2 has made the following agreement:
	Agreements:	Comment by Xiaomi-Shuai: Suggest to remove this, to just simplify the sentence as below (So that SA2 can focus on what RAN2 discussed in RAN2#130 meeting only):
In RAN2 #129bis meeting, RAN2 has made the following agreement:
When the parent UE in idle/inactive performs reselection, RAN2 assume that an indication of the reselection is needed for the child UE. FFS if the notification message is used or we rely on upper layer signalling (e.g., discovery).
To address this FFS, RAN2 has made…	Comment by Boyuan Zhang: Thanks for the suggestion, agree to simplify, how about to remove unrelated FFSs and just keep the third one in the table?
When the parent UE in idle/inactive performs reselection, RAN2 assume that an indication of the reselection is needed for the child UE.
FFS detailed information in the indication and child UE handling.
FFS if there are exceptional cases where the indication can be suppressed, e.g., reselection under the same serving cell without changing the hop count.
FFS if the notification message is used or we rely on upper layer signalling (e.g., discovery).


In addition, regarding to address the last FFS issue in the above agreement,  listed in the above agreement: FFS if the notification message is used or we rely on upper layer signaling (e.g., discovery), it is further agreed in RAN2 #130 meeting that the notification message is used to indicate the  L2 relay (re)selection triggered by AS layer to the child UE as followsRAN2 has made corresponding agreement in RAN2 #130 meeting, which is listed in below:
	Agreements:
The notification message is used for the L2 child UE in case of upstream relay (re)selection triggered by AS layer failure cases (Uu/PC5 link failure/release, using legacy cause value) where the upper layer does not trigger link release towards the child.  For reselection triggered by upper layers we rely on the upper-layer notification/release mechanism already defined.
Remote UE handling of the notification is up to upper layer implementation.
Further handling of any inter-layer issues on this topic can be done in maintenance phase.


Regarding to the notification message mentioned in the above agreements, it is defined in TS 38.331 as NotificationMessageSidelink since Rel-17, in details, the notification message is used to inform L2 or L3 U2N Remote UE(s) when the L2 or L3 U2N Relay UE performs handover, detects Uu RLF, or its Uu RRC connection establishment/resume fails. Upon reception of the notification message, it is up to U2N Remote UE implementation whether to release or keep the unicast PC5 link. If U2N Remote UE decides to release the unicast PC5 link, it triggers the PC5 release procedure and may perform cell or relay reselection.

2. Actions:
To SA2/CT1
ACTION: 	RAN2 would like to respectfully ask SA2 and CT1 colleagues to checktake the above RAN2 agreements, as well as related background information and feedback concerns if anyinto account.	Comment by Huawei, HiSilicon: Suggest rewording it as below to 
RAN2 would like to respectfully ask SA2 and CT1 colleagues to take check the above RAN2 agreements into account, as well as related background information and provide feedback concerns if any	Comment by OPPO_Bingxue: With Huawei's rewording, the "and provide feedback if any" is also not needed and can be removed since it is informative.	Comment by Boyuan Zhang: OK with the suggestion, but I also think SA2 and CT1 should also take the background information into account, so I did not remove “as well as related background information”	Comment by Xiaomi-Shuai: Also suggest to just inform SA2/CT1 to take the agreements into account only, background is not required to be focused. 	Comment by Boyuan Zhang: OK to follow majority view, changed accordingly	Comment by CATT: Suggest to rewording as “consider”, since for RAN2 agreements, it is a little bit confusing that it needs to be checked by other RAN groups.	Comment by Boyuan Zhang: Ok with the intention, seems quite similar with Huawei’s suggestion, so combine your two suggestions and make corresponding change

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting:
RAN2#131 	25th August – 29th August 2025 		Bangalore, India
RAN2#131bis 	13th October – 17rd October 2025 		Prague, Czech


