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This document summarizes the contributions submitted to AI 8.7.2.1. 


	


Discussion
1.1. WA confirmation
On how to handle the following WA
Proposal 13 (modified): 	WA: A remote UE in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE initiates RNAU/TAU procedure if the serving cell of the relay UE changes (due to HO or reselection of the relay UE) and the new serving cell is outside of the remote UE’s configured RNA/TA, as legacy procedure. [23/23]

	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2201146

	InterDigital

	Proposal 1:RAN2 confirms that when an IDLE/INACTIVE UE that is PC5-RRC connected to a relay UE performs cell selection, it performs TAU/RNAU when the selected cell is outside the configured TA/RNA.
	Suggest to go with the wording in 0367-P1 which is supported by a bigger group.

	
	
	Proposal 2:RAN2 confirms that when an IDLE/INACTIVE UE performs relay (re)selection, it performs TAU/RNAU when the serving cell of the relay is outside the configured TA/RNA.
	

	
	
	Proposal 3:Confirm the WA: A remote UE in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE initiates RNAU/TAU procedure if the serving cell of the relay UE changes (due to HO or reselection of the relay UE) and the new serving cell is outside of the remote UE’s configured RNA/TA
	

	
	
	Proposal 5:The remote UE can trigger TAU/RNAU (if required based on the new/target cell ID) following reception of the PC5-RRC message used to inform the remote UE of HO/reselection 
	

	R2-2200367
	OPPO, Qualcomm Incorporated, Samsung, Intel Corporation, Apple, Huawei, HiSilicon, MediaTek Inc., Xiaomi, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Ericsson
	Proposal 1	For WA of “A remote UE in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE initiates RNAU/TAU procedure if the serving cell of the relay UE changes (due to HO or reselection of the relay UE) and the new serving cell is outside of the remote UE’s configured RNA/TA, as legacy procedure.”, agree on a revised version of “A remote UE in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE initiates RNAU/TAU procedure if the serving cell changes and the new serving cell is outside of the remote UE’s configured RNA/TA, as legacy procedure. For an indirect remote UE, its serving cell is the serving cell of its connected relay UE, and the remote UE initiates RNAU/TAU if this serving cell changes due to HO or reselection of the relay UE.”
	

	R2-2200471
	vivo

	Proposal 10: RAN2 to Confirm the “WA: A remote UE in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE initiates RNAU/TAU procedure if the serving cell of the relay UE changes (due to HO or reselection of the relay UE) and the new serving cell is outside of the remote UE’s configured RNA/TA, as legacy procedure.”.
	Suggest to go with the wording in 0367-P1 which is supported by a bigger group.


Recommendation 0-1: For WA of “A remote UE in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE initiates RNAU/TAU procedure if the serving cell of the relay UE changes (due to HO or reselection of the relay UE) and the new serving cell is outside of the remote UE’s configured RNA/TA, as legacy procedure.”, agree on a revised version of “A remote UE in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE initiates RNAU/TAU procedure if the serving cell changes and the new serving cell is outside of the remote UE’s configured RNA/TA, as legacy procedure. For an indirect remote UE, its serving cell is the serving cell of its connected relay UE.”
On how to handle the WA from RAN#116
Proposal 12 (modified): WA: Any SIB which the remote UE has a requirement to use (e.g. for relay purpose) can be requested by the remote UE (from the relay UE or the network). [20/23]  FFS how to capture this in spec, but this agreement does not automatically imply signalling to request all SIBs.
I.e., whether to explicitly distinguish between SIBs that can and cannot be requested by remote UE.
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200367
	OPPO, Qualcomm Incorporated, Samsung, Intel Corporation, Apple, Huawei, HiSilicon, MediaTek Inc., Xiaomi, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Ericsson
	Proposal 2	For WA of “Any SIB which the remote UE has a requirement to use (e.g. for relay purpose) can be requested by the remote UE (from the relay UE or the network). [20/23]  FFS how to capture this in spec, but this agreement does not automatically imply signalling to request all SIBs.”, agree on a revised version of “Any SIB which the RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE remote UE has a requirement to use (e.g. for relay purpose) can be requested by the remote UE (from the relay UE or the network).  RAN2 not pursue further specification work for remote UE using an indirect connection to network to make use of a SIB if it is not supported based on the current spec.”
	

	R2-2200551
	MediaTek
	Proposal-6c: The Remote UE can indicate his interests in at least SIB2/3/4/5/9/10/11/12 and posSIBs to Relay UE for SIB forwarding.
	Intention aligned, then suggest to adopt the wording in 0367-P2 since it is supported by a bigger group.

	
	
	Proposal-6d: PWS SIBs (SIBs 6/7/8) are made available to the Remote UE, either by allowing the Remote UE to indicate his interest in them or by requiring the Relay UE to forward them when it receives them.
	

	R2-2200471
	vivo
	Proposal 13: RAN2 to Confirm the “WA: Any SIB which the remote UE has a requirement to use (e.g. for relay purpose) can be requested by the remote UE (from the relay UE or the network).”. and this requirement is only captured in the Stage 2 TS 38.300.
	Intention aligned, then suggest to adopt the wording in 0367-P2 since it is supported by a bigger group. Other issues can rely on 300 running-CR discussion.

	R2-2200166
	CATT
	Proposal 10: RAN2 confirms any SIB which the remote UE has a requirement to use (e.g. for relay purpose) can be requested by the remote UE (from the relay UE or the network).
	Intention aligned, then suggest to adopt the wording in 0367-P2 since it is supported by a bigger group.

	R2-2201218
	LG Electronics France
	Proposal 1: RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE remote UE can request all kinds of SIBs decoded by SIB1 to the relay UE.
	Intention aligned, then suggest to adopt the wording in 0367-P2 since it is supported by a bigger group.


Recommendation 0-2: For WA of “Any SIB which the remote UE has a requirement to use (e.g. for relay purpose) can be requested by the remote UE (from the relay UE or the network). [20/23]  FFS how to capture this in spec, but this agreement does not automatically imply signalling to request all SIBs.”, agree on a revised version of “Any SIB which the RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE remote UE has a requirement to use (e.g. for relay purpose) can be requested by the remote UE (from the relay UE or the network).  RAN2 not pursue further specification work for remote UE using an indirect connection to network to make use of a SIB if it is not supported based on the current spec.”
On how to handle the WA from RAN#116
Proposal 16: WA: Voluntary SIB forwarding by the relay UE, aside from SIB update and SIB request, is left to relay UE implementation
I.e., whether to do voluntary SIB forwarding.
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200367
	OPPO, Qualcomm Incorporated, Samsung, Intel Corporation, Apple, Huawei, HiSilicon, MediaTek Inc., Xiaomi, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Ericsson
	Proposal 3	For the WA of “Voluntary SIB forwarding by the relay UE, aside from SIB update and SIB request, is left to relay UE implementation”, agree on a revised version of “Voluntary SIB1 forwarding, aside from SIB update and SIB request, is left to relay UE implementation. Voluntary SIB forwarding by the Relay UE for SIB update is allowed.”
	

	R2-2201144
	InterDigital
	Proposal 9:Agree to the modified wording of the WA:  Voluntary SIB forwarding by the relay UE, aside from SIB update, SIB request, PC5 connection establishment, and relay UE mobility, is left to relay UE implementation. 
	Intention aligned, then suggest to adopt the wording in 0367 which has been supported by a bigger group.


	R2-2201345
	ZTE, Sanechips
	Proposal 5: After the PC5 connection setup, the relay UE could voluntarily forward SIB1/SIB12 to remote UE.
	Intention aligned, then suggest to adopt the wording in 0367 which has been supported by a bigger group.
Moderator suggest avoiding discussion on further filtering on voluntary SIB forwarding, due to the same reason for SIB-request case.

	R2-2200471
	vivo
	Proposal 14: RAN2 to Confirm the “WA: Voluntary SIB forwarding by the relay UE, aside from SIB update and SIB request, is left to relay UE implementation.”.
	Intention aligned, then suggest to adopt the wording in 0367 which has been supported by a bigger group.


	R2-2200166
	CATT
	Proposal 11: RAN2 confirms voluntary SIB forwarding by the relay UE, aside from SIB update and SIB request, is left to relay UE implementation.
	Intention aligned, then suggest to adopt the wording in 0367 which has been supported by a bigger group.


	R2-2201218
	LG Electronics France
	Proposal 4: RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE remote UE receives relay-related SIB(e.g., SIB1, SIB12) and public safety-related SIBs(e.g., SIB5, SIB6, SIB7) without request when PC5 connection with relay UE. (voluntarily SIB forwarding only relay related SIB by relay UE)
	Intention aligned, then suggest to adopt the wording in 0367 which has been supported by a bigger group.
Moderator suggest avoiding discussion on further filtering on voluntary SIB forwarding, due to the same reason for SIB-request case.


Recommendation 0-3: For the WA of “Voluntary SIB forwarding by the relay UE, aside from SIB update and SIB request, is left to relay UE implementation”, agree on a revised version of “Voluntary SIB1 forwarding, aside from SIB update and SIB request, is left to relay UE implementation. Voluntary SIB forwarding by the Relay UE for SIB update is allowed.”
On how to handle the WA from RAN#116
Proposal 17: WA: cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 [16/23] is forwarded before PC5-RRC connection.  FFS the exact signalling.
I.e., whether to do voluntary SIB forwarding.
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200512

	China Telecom

	Proposal 2 Comprehensively consider the IEs of cellAccessRelatedInfo and the existing IEs in discovery message to decide which of IEs in cellAccessRelatedInfo should be put in the discovery message. 

	Although some redundancy, the related field (PLMN ID, cell ID) help on the correspondence issue (as proposed in P3 below). 
Suggest to adopt the proposal in 0367 which has been supported by a bigger group, which is more a simplified solution.


	
	
	Proposal 3 The correspondence between cell access related IEs should be reflected in the discovery message.
	

	R2-2200367
	OPPO, Qualcomm Incorporated, Samsung, Intel Corporation, Apple, Huawei, HiSilicon, MediaTek Inc., Xiaomi, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Ericsson
	Proposal 4	For the WA of “cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 [16/23] is forwarded before PC5-RRC connection. FFS the exact signalling”, agree on a revised version of “cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 [16/23] is forwarded before PC5-RRC connection using discovery message when there is no RAN sharing. RAN sharing case is FFS. FFS on using RRC container or not”.
	

	R2-2200173
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Proposal 9: Confirm the WA that cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 is forwarded before PC5-RRC connection, no matter whether RAN sharing is supported or not in L2 relay
	For RAN sharing part, it seems straightforward to align if it is supported, but maybe good to conclude the part for non-RAN-sharing case, and discuss the RAN sharing case separately.

	R2-2200625
	Spreadtrum Communications
	Proposal 1: RAN2 confirm that cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 is forwarded before PC5-RRC connection.
	

	R2-2201509
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 1: MIB is not forwarded by Relay UE, and the cellBarred from MIB should be included in the discovery message.
	We may need to discuss the cellBarred flag separately, after concluding on the key issue.

	R2-2200471
	vivo
	Proposal 15: For non-RAN-sharing case, cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 is forwarded after PC5-RRC connection via unicast PC5 RRC message. For RAN-sharing case, leave the discussion and decision to discovery AI 8.7.3.1.
	Maybe better to stick to the conclusion as documented in the LS-reply to S2 last meeting, i.e., put it in the discovery message.

	R2-2200166

	CATT

	Proposal 3: RAN2 confirms cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 is forwarded before PC5-RRC connection establishment.
	

	
	
	Proposal 4: Relay forwards cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 to the remote UE by discovery message.
	

	
	
	Proposal 5: RAN2 sends LS to SA2 to inform that cellAccessRelatedInfo should be included in the discovery message from relay UE to remote UE. 
	

	R2-2200372
	OPPO
	Proposal 1If the WA on cellAccessRelatedInfo forwarding before PC5-RRC connection is confirmed, RRC container in discovery is used to carry the SI before PC5-RRC connection.
	

	R2-2201345
	ZTE, Sanechips
	Proposal 4: cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 is forwarded in ‘Relay Discovery Additional Information’ before PC5-RRC connection.
	

	R2-2200173
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Proposal 10: cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 is included in a RRC container of primary discovery message (i.e., not in “Relay Discovery Additional Information”)
	


Recommendation 0-4: For the WA of “cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 [16/23] is forwarded before PC5-RRC connection. FFS the exact signalling”, agree on a revised version of “cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 [16/23] is forwarded before PC5-RRC connection using discovery message when there is no RAN sharing. RAN sharing case is FFS. FFS on using RRC container or not”.

1.2. SI Delivery
During SIB-update, on how for relay UE to decide the SIB(s) to voluntarily forward, there is a proposal from R2#116 which has not been solved
Proposal 7:  Assuming short message forwarding is not performed, RAN2 discuss which non-PWS SIB the relay UE forwards to the remote UE upon SI update: 
a) All updated SI [10/23]
b) A subset of the changed SI that is applicable to the remote UE [14/23]
c) Left to relay UE implementation [2/23]

	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200412
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 4: Updated SIB can be distributed by a U2N relay to interested linked remote UEs.
	Given the voting ratio on P7 above, moderator suggest to leave the selection between a) all updated SI, or b) based on previous remote UE request to relay UE implementation, to conclude this issue.

	R2-2201144
	InterDigital
	Proposal 5:Upon SI modification, for a remote UE in IDLE/INACTIVE, the relay UE acquires and forwards the updated SIBs that are of interest to the remote UE.  FFS whether a new PC5-RRC message is needed to provide the set of interested SIBs or to rely on relay UE implementation to determine remote UE interest. 
	See the recommendation to 0412-P4 above.

	R2-2200796
	Xiaomi
	Proposal 3: Relay UE shall only provide updated SI to IDLE/INACTIVE remote UEs, which are interested/capable in receiving corresponding SI.
	See the recommendation to 0412-P4 above.

	R2-2200551
	MediaTek
	Proposal-5: A subset of the changed SI that is applicable to the Remote UE should be forwarded during SI update.
	See the recommendation to 0412-P4 above.
For P6a/b, new message is proposed, while moderator understand it would be controversial given the status of P7-related discussion last meeting.

	
	
	Proposal-6a: During the establishment of PC5-RRC connection between Relay UE and Remote UE, Remote UE provides his interested SIBs to Relay UE.
	

	
	
	Proposal-6b: Remote UE provides his interested SIBs to Relay UE within the same PC5-RRC message carrying the Paging Monitoring Request.
	

	R2-2201509
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 4: For SI update, the Relay UE voluntarily forwards the updated SI for which the Remote UE has requested to the Remote UE.
	See the recommendation to 0412-P4 above.

	R2-2200166
	CATT
	Proposal 14: The relay UE forwards all updated SI(s) to the remote UE.
	See the recommendation to 0412-P4 above.

	R2-2201218
	LG Electronics France
	Proposal 5: The relay UE receiving a short message delivers all updated SIBs to the RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE remote UE.
	See the recommendation to 0412-P4 above.

	R2-2200653
	Samsung
	Proposal 5. Relay UE can forward PWS SIB(s) only to ETWS or CMAS capable Remote UEs according to PWS SIB request by the Remote UE.
	See the recommendation to 0412-P4 above.


For 1-1, it was touched in [AT116-e][622], R2-2111373, Q2.4, with the result as follows
Proposal 7: 	Assuming short message forwarding is not performed, RAN2 discuss which non-PWS SIB the relay UE forwards to the remote UE upon SI update: 
a)	All updated SI [10/23]
b)	A subset of the changed SI that is applicable to the remote UE [14/23]
c)	Left to relay UE implementation [2/23]
where within b), the 14 (out of 23) companies, there are further split: some tend to rely on SI request before and thus avoid new request signalling (e.g., OPPO, vivo), while some others tend to propose new signalling - although it cannot tell clearly since there is no clear options for the two directions. Therefore, moderator understand there is no clear majority to pursue new signalling to express SI-interest by remote UE.
So moderator recommend to do further down-selection within the options requiring no new signalling, considering now it is the late stage of the R17 WI.

Recommendation 1-1: For SIB-update in case of RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE remote UE(s), RAN2 further discuss to select between option-1) to forward either all updated SI, option-2) only the SI(s) requested by remote UE(s), or option-3) leave it to relay-UE implementation to select between option-1 or option-2. RAN2 do not pursue further work on enhance the SI-request signalling by remote UE.
After concluding on the SIB-update handling for RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE remote-UE, the left issue is on RRC_CONNECTED remote-UE, as left from R2#116 (not concluded)
Proposal 5: 	For the remote UE in RRC_CONNECTED, RAN2 discuss which (if any) of the following is performed by a relay UE when it receives short message a) the relay UE forwards short message to the remote UE for the remote UE to perform dedicatedSIBRequest [8/23] b) the relay UE, forwards SI that the remote UE without sending the short message. [9/23]

	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2201144
	InterDigital
	Proposal 6:Upon SI modification, for a remote UE in CONNECTED, the relay UE forwards the SI modification and the list of updated SIBs.  Signaling details are FFS (e.g., whether to provide an explicit list or to simply provide SIB1). 
	Given the controversial supporting ratio, and considering now it is the late stage of the WI, moderator suggest to go for the same solution as for RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE case, i.e., not forward short-message.

	R2-2200796
	Xiaomi
	Proposal 6: Relay UE forwards short message to CONNECTED remote UEs upon SI modification via PC5 RRC message.
Proposal 7: Short message could be forwarded by broadcast/groupcast.
	See the analysis on 1144-P6

	R2-2201136
	Apple
	Proposal 3  Relay UE explicitly notifies the remote UE about which SIBs are updated and let remote UE to initiate SI acquisition based on its need. 
Proposal 4 The same SI update solution for U2N relay is applied to both remote UE in IDLE/INACTIVE and remote UE in RRC_CONENCTED.
	Not preferred to revisit the conclusion we made at least for RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE remote-UE. For RRC_CONNECTED, the proposal is not to go for short message, but prefer a SIB-specific indication.

	R2-2200551
	MediaTek
	Proposal-4: When the Relay UE receives short message, the Relay UE forwards SI to the Remote UE regardless of Remote UE’s RRC state without sending the short message.
	Based on the justification text, “A unified solution for Remote UEs regardless of their RRC state should be adopted, otherwise, Relay UE needs to know the RRC state of Remote UE, which may require additional PC5-RRC signaling support.”, moderator tend to interpret the point is a unified solution for RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE/CONNECTED states.

	R2-2200173

	Qualcomm Incorporated

	Proposal 11: Based on its implementation, relay UE may either forward the indications on PWS and/or SIB update carried in the Short Message (i.e., when either systemInfoModification=1 and/or etwsAndCmasIndication=1) or all updated SIB(s) to remote UE in CONNECTED state via PC5-RRC message.
	See the recommendation to 1144-P6.
W.r.t either all updated SIB or only the SIBs that the UE requested, it can be left to NW implementation (i.e., the same recommendation for relay-UE in case of RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE remote-UE)

	
	
	Proposal 12: If short message forwarding is not performed, relay UE forwards all updated SI to remote UE upon SI update.
	

	R2-2201345
	ZTE, Sanechips
	Proposal 6: Suppose the systemInfoModification or etwsAndCmasIndication in the short message is set to 1, the relay UE need to forward the change indication to associated remote UEs via PC5-RRC. 
	See the recommendation to 1144-P6.


	R2-2201509
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 3: For the Remote UE in RRC_CONNECTED, short message is not forwarded by the Relay UE to the remote UE, the SI can be updated via remote UE’s dedicated RRC message (the same method for Uu CONNECTED UE not configured with common search space). 
	W.r.t either all updated SIB or only the SIBs that the UE requested, it can be left to NW implementation (i.e., the same recommendation for relay-UE in case of RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE remote-UE)

	R2-2200166
	CATT
	Proposal 12: For the remote UE in RRC_CONNECTED, short message is not forwarded by the relay UE to the remote UE.
	W.r.t either all updated SIB or only the SIBs that the UE requested, it can be left to NW implementation (i.e., the same recommendation for relay-UE in case of RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE remote-UE)

	
	
	Proposal 13: The relay UE forwards PWS SIs to the remote UE in RRC_CONNECTED without sending the short message.
	

	R2-2200372
	OPPO
	Proposal 5For the remote UE in RRC_CONNECTED, short message is not forwarded by the relay UE to the remote UE, and rely on network to forward SIB to remote UE by NW implementation.
	

	R2-2201218
	LG Electronics France
	Proposal 6: For the remote UE in RRC_CONNECTED, a short message is not forwarded by the relay UE to the remote UE.
	

	
	
	Proposal 7: The network forwards SIB to each RRC_CONNECTED remote UE when the SIB changes.
	


[bookmark: _Hlk93054204]For 1-2, it was touched in [AT-116][622], R2-2111373, Q2.1, with the result as A/B/C+D/E = 7/9/7/1 for options as follows
A)	Relay UE forwards short message to the remote UE with the understanding that the remote UE then performs dedicatedSIBRequest to the gNB
B)	Relay UE forwards SI to the remote UE without forwarding the short message
C)	the network forwards SIB to each remote UE when the SIB changes
D)	The network forward the SIB index (i.e. “x” in SIBx) to remote UE when SIBx changes
E)	Relay UE informs changed SIB type to the remote UE, then remote UE requests on-demand SIB to the relay UE.
Where the option-A requiring short message got 7 votes only compare to the others w/o requiring short message delivery. Therefore, moderator understand there is no clear majority to pursue new signalling to forward short-message to remote UE.
So moderator recommend to do further down-selection within the options requiring no new signalling, considering now it is the late stage of the R17 WI.
Recommendation 1-2: For SIB-update in case of RRC_CONNECTED remote-UE, no short message forwarding by relay UE, and RAN2 discuss to select between option-1) rely on network implementation to send either all updated SIBs or only the updated SIBs requested by remote UE, and option-2) rely on relay UE to send all updated SIB to remote UE.
And then on how to deliver the cellAccessRelatedInfo.
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200372
	OPPO
	Proposal 1If the WA on cellAccessRelatedInfo forwarding before PC5-RRC connection is confirmed, RRC container in discovery is used to carry the SI before PC5-RRC connection.
	

	R2-2201345
	ZTE, Sanechips
	Proposal 4: cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 is forwarded in ‘Relay Discovery Additional Information’ before PC5-RRC connection.
	Which discovery message to use can be left to S2

	R2-2200173
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Proposal 10: cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 is included in a RRC container of primary discovery message (i.e., not in “Relay Discovery Additional Information”)
	Which discovery message to use can be left to S2

	R2-2201509
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 1: MIB is not forwarded by Relay UE, and the cellBarred from MIB should be included in the discovery message.
	We can discuss whether cellBarred should be included as well.


Recommendation 1-3: Carry cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 in discovery message using RRC container.
Recommendation 1-3a: RAN2 further discuss to select 1)  rely on SA2 to decide which discovery message (primary message or the additional information message), or 2) decide it in RAN2 (if so, discuss to make the selection). FFS on whether cellBarred should be included as well.
Considering that the delivery all SIBs expect SIB1 has been supported by PC5-RRC message (according to the running RRC-CR) from relay-UE to remote-UE, the only left issue is how to deliver SIB1.
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200412
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 5: A groupcast destination ID can be used to distribute SIs and the updated SIs to the linked remote UEs by a U2N relay.
	Given the existing agreement which has been captured in the running-CR

Proposal 14: PC5-RRC message is used to deliver SI to remote UE after PC5 connection establishment. FFS whether to use new or existing PC5-RRC message.

No need to revisit on the GC-based SI delivery.

	R2-2200412
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 8: A list of SIBs supported and provided by the serving cell is included in the Discovery message e.g., including a BITMAP.
	Moderator understand it points to si-SchedulingInfo. See the analysis to 1144-P7/8

	R2-2201144
	InterDigital

	Proposal 7:At least some parts of SI (e.g. si-SchedulingInfo) can be forwarded by the relay UE to the remote UE upon establishing a PC5-RRC connection.  FFS details of signalling. 
	Given the recommendation above on “Voluntary SIB1 forwarding, aside from SIB update and SIB request, is left to relay UE implementation.”, moderator suggest to discussion SIB1 as a whole for simplicity.

And it is suggested to discuss the two key options on the table, either in discovery message, i.e., to adopt the same manner as for cellAccessRelatedInfo, or via unicast-based PC5-RRC message, i.e., to adopt the same manner as for other SIBs.

	
	
	Proposal 8:At least some parts of SI (e.g. si-SchedulingInfo) can be forwarded by the relay UE to the remote UE upon mobility (HO/reselection) by the relay UE.  FFS details of signalling. 
	

	R2-2200796
	Xiaomi
	Proposal 1: SI, e.g. SIB1 and MIB, could be delivered by broadcast/groupcast to remote UE to reduce signaling.
	For GC, see the analysis on 0412-P5
For BC, moderator understand discovery message can achieve the effect.

	R2-2200625
	Spreadtrum Communications
	Proposal 2: Broadcast as baseline for SI forwarding before PC5 connection establishment with Relay UE.
	For BC, moderator understand discovery message can achieve the effect.

	R2-2201509
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 2: Relay UE is expected to directly forward the SIB1 to Remote UE via PC5 RRC after PC5 RRC connection establishment without the SIB request from the Remote UE; the Remote UE can request SIB1 in case of no voluntary SIB1 forwarding from the Relay UE.
	For PC5-RRC, moderator understand it can reuse the same way as for the other SIBs.

	R2-2200372

	OPPO

	Proposal 2Unicast is used to forward SIB1 after PC5-RRC establishment between remote UE and relay UE.
	

	
	
	Proposal 3The whole SIB1 should be forwarded after PC5-RRC establishment between remote UE and relay UE.
	

	
	
	Proposal 4SIB1 can be forwarded by relay UE voluntarily.
	


Recommendation 1-4: For SIB1, RAN2 discuss how to deliver it, between 1) using discovery message, reuse the conclusion for cellAccessRelatedInfo, or 2) using PC5-RRC message, in the same way as for other SIBs.
Other related proposals are listed as follows.
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200412
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 1: A remote UE may acquire system information of the serving cell on its own and when this is not possible it can request the L2 U2N relay UE to acquire the SIs on its behalf. 
	Moderator suggest to leave it to UE implementation as proposed in 0173-P13

	R2-2200412
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 2: When the remote UE is unable to acquire SI directly, the information on SIBs of interest to it is communicated to the linked relay UE.
	

	R2-2200173
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Proposal 13: In-coverage Remote UE determines to receives SI whether via Uu or relay UE based on its implementation.
	

	R2-2200412
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 3: The U2N relay maintains the information on SIB(s) of interest for each remote UE and stores/ maintains an updated version of such SIBs, required by one or more linked remote UEs. 
	This proposal is to further clarify the relay UE behaviour. Given the existing agreement

[603] For RRC_Idle/INACTIVE remote UE, remote UE informs relay UE on requested SIB type(s) via PC5 RRC message. Then, relay UE triggers legacy on-demand SI acquisition procedure according to its own RRC state (if needed) and sends the acquired SIB to remote UE.

Moderator understand no need to prioritize this proposal.

	R2-2201144
	InterDigital
	Proposal 2:	A relay UE in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE can perform SI request for multiple remote UEs simultaneously.  Details can be left to relay UE implementation.
	See the analysis for 0412-P3.

	R2-2201144
	InterDigital
	Proposal 4:A relay UE performs SI/SIB request following SI request from a remote UE when the relay UE does not have a valid version the requested SI.
	

	R2-2200412
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 6: A relay UE acquires and forwards SIBs to a remote UE that requested for it, irrespective of whether the relay UE supports/ implements such SIB(s).
	Considering the existing agreement

For any SIB that the remote UE requests in on-demand manner, the relay UE can forward the response (i.e. the relay UE does not filter).  

And since this is related to the UE capability on SIB forwarding, moderator suggest to handle this part in the UE capability related discussion.

	R2-2200412
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 7: RAN2 should discuss if in case relay UE does not support a particular SIB, it can forward the SIB or if it must forward the corresponding SI-message containing the requested SIB.
	

	R2-2201144
	InterDigital
	Proposal 1: MSG3-based SI request RRC message is reused for the PC5-RRC SI request message
	Given the existing agreement

Proposal 14: 	A new PC5-RRC message is used by the remote UE to request SI from the relay UE [23/23]

Moderator understand no need to prioritize this proposal.

	R2-2201144
	InterDigital
	Proposal 3:A relay UE in RRC_CONNECTED performs dedicated SIB request for all SIBs associated with the SI request(s) it receives on PC5-RRC.
	Given the existing agreement

[603] For RRC_Connected remote UE, RAN2 confirm that DedicatedSIBRequest procedure is re-used for the Remote UE to request the SI via relay UE.

Moderator understand no need to prioritize this proposal.

	R2-2200796
	Xiaomi
	Proposal 4: IDLE/INACTIVE Remote UE informs relay UE on its SIB reception capability, i.e. which 
SIB it’s interested/capable in receiving.
Proposal 5: Relay UE indicates its SI forwarding capability to IDLE/INACTIVE remote UE during capability exchange. The SI forwarding capability could include relay UE’s supported release version on Uu or SIB index which relay UE is capable to forward.
	See the analysis on 0412-P6/7

	R2-2200796
	Xiaomi
	Proposal 2: IDLE/INACTIVE Remote UE informs relay UE on the requested SIBs, of which it doesn’t have a valid version, as Uu.
	Moderator understand this detailed issue can be handled in stage-3 discussion of RRC running-CR.

	R2-2201136
	Apple
	Proposal 5  Forwarding of ETWS or CMAS can be skipped if relay UE has already forwarded the same message to remote UE.
	Moderator understand this issue of redundant SIB forward can be handled by i relay UE implementation on avoiding.

	R2-2200625
	Spreadtrum Communications
	Proposal 3: Relay UE only forwards the system information when it does not detect the same system information from other Relay UEs.
	Seems more of optimization, i.e., requiring a relay-to-relay monitoring operation.

	R2-2200653
	Samsung
	Proposal 4. A timer can be introduced to restrict frequent SI delivery requests over PC5 by RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE Remote UE.
	There seem not many contributions in this direction, suggest not to prioritize in this meeting

	R2-2200471
	vivo
	Proposal 16: Introduce two separate PC5-RRC messages for Paging and SI request.
	Seems more related to stage-3, suggest to discuss  in RRC running-CR.

	R2-2200166
	CATT
	Proposal 15: It is unnecessary to introduce minimum/essential SI.
	Given all the discussion / issue related to SIB1 and cellAccessRelatedInfo, moderator understand no left issue to handle.

	R2-2200908
	Sony

	Proposal 1: RAN2 to address the scenario that relay UE and remote UE are in different cell coverages and the SIA ID of requested SIB could be different.
	Moderator understand that a PC5-connected remote UE should behave in the manner that it is located at the same cell coverage as by relay UE, so not sure if it is a critical issue.

	
	
	Proposal 2: Relay UE monitors any SIB update including systemInformationAreaID for the SIBs that remote UE requests for.
	

	R2-2201158
	Ericsson
	Proposal 4               A full SIB is relayed by the relay UE to the remote UE (FFS on the stage3 details e.g., whether the SIB is delivered in an OCTET STRING).
	Considering the existing agreement

For any SIB that the remote UE requests in on-demand manner, the relay UE can forward the response (i.e. the relay UE does not filter).  

Moderator understand the intention has been confirmed.

	R2-2201218

	LG Electronics France
	Proposal 2: When RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE remote UE requests SIBs to relay UE, if the relay UE has the stored latest SIBs, the relay UE forwards it to the remote UE.
	This proposal is to further clarify the relay UE behaviour. Given the existing agreement

[603] For RRC_Idle/INACTIVE remote UE, remote UE informs relay UE on requested SIB type(s) via PC5 RRC message. Then, relay UE triggers legacy on-demand SI acquisition procedure according to its own RRC state (if needed) and sends the acquired SIB to remote UE.

Moderator understand no need to prioritize this proposal.

	
	
	Proposal 3: When RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE remote UE requests SIB to relay UE, if the relay UE doesn’t have the stored latest SIB, the relay UE performs an on-demand request to the gNB on behalf of remote UE.
	



1.3. Paging
On the related FFS points from last RAN2 meeting (not concluded):
Proposal 8: 	RAN2 discusses whether the paging message sent over PC5-RRC contains: 
a)	The entire paging record received by the relay UE [9/23]
b)	Only information relevant to that remote UE (i.e. UE ID and/or paging type) [13/23]

	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200784

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	Proposal 4: The relay UE sends the full PagingRecord of the remote UE to the remote UE over PC5.
	Moderator understand this proposal can be interpreted as option b) in the P8 above from last RAN2 meeting.
Considering the discussion result from last meeting, moderator would like to suggest an implementation allowing both option-a/b, i.e., to rely on relay UE implementation to select between option-a and option-b, e.g., to send the pagingRecordList to remote UE, while allowing relay UE to include a single entry for the target remote UE in this list.

	
	
	Proposal 5: The network sends the full PagingRecord of the paged remote UE to the relay UE when the paging is sent in a dedicated signalling over Uu.
	Moderator understand this can be discussed in RAN2

	
	
	Proposal 6: The network may send multiple PagingRecords of paged remote UEs in a single message using the existing PagingRecordList.
	Moderator understand multiple UE paging will be supported since the following agreements:

Proposal 5: 	The dedicated RRC message for delivering remote UE following to the RRC_CONNECTED relay UE may contain one or more remote UE IDs (5G-S-TMSI or I-RNTI). [23/23]

	R2-2201144
	Intedigital
	Proposal 14:The relay UE includes the paging type (RAN paging or CN paging) in the PC5-RRC message delivering paging to the remote UE.
	considering there are more voice on using the legacy UE-ID based method, moderator suggest to go with the majority view on this.

	R2-2200551
	MediaTek Inc.
	Proposal-2c: Only the information relevant to the Remote UE should be forwarded to the Remote UE during paging forwarding.
	This can be discussed together with 0784-P4

	R2-2200173
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Proposal 6: For future-proof consideration, the paging message sent over PC5-RRC contains the entire paging record received by the relay UE
	This can be discussed together with 0784-P4

	R2-2201345
	ZTE, Sanechips
	Proposal 9: For paging due to the arrival of remote UE DL data at the gNB, UE ID of the remote UE only (5G-S-TMSI or I-RNTI) or Type of paging only (RAN paging or CN paging) should be included in the PC5-RRC message from the relay UE to the remote UE.
	This can be discussed together with 0784-P4

	R2-2201509
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 6: The PC5 RRC message for paging forwarding is the OCT STRING of paging message.
	Moderator understand the proposal is to avoid filtering operation by relay UE.

	R2-2200166
	CATT
	Proposal 19: Relay UE only relay the PagingRecord of the remote UE to the remote UE by PC5-RRC paging message.
	This can be discussed together with 0784-P4


Recommendation 2-1: RAN2 further discuss to select between option-1) Paging message sent over PC5-RRC uses PagingRecordList IE and rely on relay UE implementation to select between either sending the entire paging record received by the relay UE or  sending only information relevant to that remote UE, option-2) Sending the entire PagingRecordList received by the relay UE, and option-3) sending only PagingRecord relevant to that remote UE.
On how does relay UE determine whether monitor PO for a remote UE or not, the related proposals/FFS points from last RAN2 meeting:
	Proposal 1 (modified): 	Relay UE in RRC_CONNECTED, if configured with paging CSS, can determine whether to monitor POs for a remote UE based on PC5-RRC signalling received from the remote UE.  FFS on the signalling contents and for the case of idle/inactive relay UE. [18/23]



	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200410
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 1: A U2N relay concludes that it needs to monitor paging for the requesting remote UE when remote UE sends information (like Paging DRX Cycle, 5g-TMSI etc.) enabling a U2N relay to monitor remote POs.
	Moderator understand this proposal supports an implicit info to start the assisted paging monitoring operation.

	R2-2201144

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	Proposal 11:The remote UE provides the relay UE the RRC state and the paging UE ID for that RRC state (if applicable) when either of these changes at the remote UE.  FFS if additional indication (e.g., enable/disable) can be provided to inform the relay when to start/stop monitoring remote UE’s POs.
	Moderator understand this proposal supports an implicit / explicit RRC-state info to start/stop the assisted paging monitoring operation.

	
	
	Proposal 12:A relay UE can skip monitoring of POs of a remote UEs based on the remote UE’s RRC state and (if supported) the additional indication.  
	

	
	
	Proposal 13:A relay UE can skip monitoring of POs of one or more remote UEs based on network indication.  
	Moderator understand this is mostly concluded according to the following agreement, i.e., the configuration of BWP with CSS is used by RRC_CONNECTED relay UE to decide whether PO of remote UE need to be monitored.

For L2 relay UE in RRC_CONNECTED and L2 remote UE(s) in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE, we specify signalling for delivery of the remote UE’s paging through dedicated RRC message.  Network implementation decision whether to use it (or keep the relay UE on BWP with CSS).  Can be revisited if a problem is found with network knowledge of which paging to forward.

	R2-2200226
	Intel Corporation
	Proposal 1. Remote UE provides paging start/stop trigger along with UE specific DRX cycle and UE ID as well as optionally, RAN paging cycle to Relay UE using PC5-RRC signalling for paging monitoring.
	Moderator understand this proposal supports an implicit (no RRC state indication) indication over PC5.

	R2-2200551

	MediaTek Inc.

	Proposal-2a: A pair of PC5-RRC messages is defined: Paging Monitoring Request and Paging Monitoring Cancellation: 
PC5 Paging Monitoring Request:  UE ID (5G-S-TMSI or I-RNTI), UE specific DRX cycle
PC5 Paging Monitoring Cancellation: UE ID (5G-S-TMSI or I-RNTI) 
	Moderator understand this proposal is to add new field / message to start / stop the assisted paging monitoring operation.

	
	
	Proposal-2b: No RRC state is notified from Remote UE to Relay UE
	

	R2-2200173

	Qualcomm Incorporated

	Proposal 3: Because relay UE’s paging monitoring behaviors depends on remote UE’s RRC states, RRC state of remote UE is required to be known by relay UE.
	Moderator understand this proposal supports an RRC-state info to start / stop  the assisted paging monitoring operation.

	
	
	Proposal 4: Introduce a 2-bit indication of remote UE’s RRC state in PC5 RRC message, where “00” is IDLE; “01” is INACTIVE, “10” is CONNECTED, “11” is stopping paging monitoring.
	

	
	
	Proposal 5: Upon change of either UE-ID (5G-S-TMSI and/or I-RNTI), or paging cycle, or RRC state transition, the remote UE sends the updated info to relay UE via PC5 RRC message.
	

	R2-2201345
	ZTE, Sanechips
	Proposal 7: Relay UE can determine whether to monitor POs for a remote UE based on whether the 5G-S-TMSI/I-RNTI received from the remote UE.
	Moderator understand this proposal supports an implicit info to start the assisted paging monitoring operation.

	R2-2200471

	vivo

	Proposal 7: The Relay UE decides to start/stop Paging monitoring and delivery for a Remote UE in an implicit way, e.g., based on the presence or absence of the PO calculation parameters in the PC5-RRC signalling received from the Remote UE.
	Moderator understand this proposal supports an implicit info to start the assisted paging monitoring operation.

	
	
	Proposal 8: No RRC state exchange between Remote UE and Relay UE for the Paging monitoring and delivery procedure.
	

	R2-2200166
	CATT
	Proposal 17: Relay UE in RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE can determine whether to monitor POs for a remote UE based on PC5-RRC signalling received from the remote UE.
	

	R2-2200372
	OPPO
	Proposal 9: RAN2 not pursue new solution (i.e., new PC5-RRC message or remote UE’s RRC state indication)to add/modification/release paging monitoring operation for a remote UE by the relay UE, but rely on legacy ASN.1 solution (i.e., need code + SetupRelease struncture).
	

	R2-2201218

	LG Electronics France

	Proposal 8: When relay UE in RRC_CONNECTED, if configured with paging CSS, determines to monitor POs for a remote UE, the relay UE monitors POs only RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE remote UEs.
	Moderator understand this proposal supports an RRC-state info to start / stop  the assisted paging monitoring operation.

	
	
	Proposal 9: When RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE remote UE becomes RRC_CONNECTED, the remote UE informs the RRC state change to relay UE to make stop monitoring for remote UE’s PO.
	

	
	
	Proposal 10: When RRC_CONNECTED remote UE becomes RRC_ILDE/INACTIVE, the remote UE informs the RRC state change to relay UE to make start monitoring for remote UE’s PO.
	


Recommendation 2-2: RAN2 further discuss the PC5-RRC signalling content, which is used for Relay UE in RRC_CONNECTED configured with paging CSS, to determine whether to monitor POs for a remote UE, between 1) using explicit signalling indicating RRC-state of remote-UE, 2) not using explicit signalling indicating RRC-state of remote-UE.
On UE-specific DRX cycle of remote UE, the related proposals/FFS points from last RAN2 meeting:
	Proposal 3: 	Relay UE determines all parameters except for the UE specific DRX cycle and the UE ID, from the relay’s own acquisition of SIB1.  FFS details of what the remote UE provides to the relay UE for the remote UE’s UE specific DRX cycle. [20/23]



	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200410
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 4: For inactive UE, minimum of two UE specific DRX cycle (if having two specific cycles) is transferred from the remote UE to relay UE for monitoring paging.
	Moderator observe that this proposal is to do the MIN operation of the UE-specific DRX cycles at remote UE.

	R2-2201144
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Proposal 10:A remote UE sends to the relay UE either 1) the UE specific DRX cycle configured by the NAS layer, 2) the RAN paging cycle to the relay UE, or 3) the minimum of the two if configured with both 
	

	R2-2200173

	Qualcomm Incorporated

	Proposal 1: RRC_IDLE remote UE provides its 5G-S-TMSI and Uu DRX cycle T= min(default DRX cycle, UE dedicated DRC cycle in NAS) to relay UE via PC5 RRC message
	Moderator understand the following agreement already exclude the default DRX cycle.

Proposal 3: 	Relay UE determines all parameters except for the UE specific DRX cycle and the UE ID, from the relay’s own acquisition of SIB1.  FFS details of what the remote UE provides to the relay UE for the remote UE’s UE specific DRX cycle. [20/23]

Besides, Moderator observe that this proposal is to do the MIN operation of the UE-specific DRX cycles at remote UE.

	
	
	Proposal 2: RRC_INACTIVE remote UE provides its 5G-S-TMSI, I-RNTI and Uu DRX cycle T= min(default DRX cycle, UE dedicated DRC cycle in NAS, RAN paging cycle) to relay UE via PC5 RRC message
	

	R2-2200653

	Samsung

	Proposal 1. RRC_IDLE Remote UE provides the minimum of (T1, T2) as its UE specific DRX cycle to its Relay UE via PC5-RRC signalling, where T1 is DRX cycle configured by upper layer to Remote UE and T2 is Default DRX cycle.
	Moderator observe that this proposal is to do the MIN operation of the UE-specific DRX cycles at remote UE.
For the default DRX cycle, see the reply to 0173-P1.

	
	
	Proposal 2. RRC_INACTIVE Remote UE provides the minimum of (T1, T2, T3) as its UE specific DRX cycle to its Relay UE via PC5-RRC signalling, where T1 is DRX cycle configured by upper layer to Remote UE, T2 is Default DRX cycle and T3 is DRX cycle configured by RAN to Remote UE.
	

	
	
	Proposal 3. In addition to the UE specific DRX cycle, RRC_IDLE Remote UE provides its Relay UE with 5G-S-TMSI and RRC_INACTIVE Remote UE provides its Relay UE with 5G-S-TMSI and I-RNTI.
	

	R2-2201345
	ZTE, Sanechips
	Proposal 8: Remote UE may provide the DRX Cycle configured by upper layers and or configured by RRC to the relay UE  for determination of the DRX cycle of the remote UE.
	Moderator observe that this proposal is to do the MIN operation of the UE-specific DRX cycles at relay UE. Given more voice on doing this MIN operation at remote UE, moderator suggest to go with the majority view on this.


	R2-2200471
	vivo
	Proposal 9: The Remote UE’s specific DRX cycle(s), if configured by RRC and/or NAS layers, are directly provided from the Remote UE to the Relay UE.
	Moderator observe that this proposal is to do the MIN operation of the UE-specific DRX cycles at relay UE. Given more voice on doing this MIN operation at remote UE, moderator suggest to go with the majority view on this.

	R2-2200166

	CATT

	Proposal 16: Remote UE’s ID and the remote UE’s UE specific DRX cycle should be included in PC5-RRC signalling of paging monitor request.
	Moderator observe that this proposal is to do the MIN operation of the UE-specific DRX cycles at remote UE.


	
	
	Proposal 18: Remote UE sends its UE specific DRX cycle, i.e., UE dedicated DRX cycle for IDLE remote UE, min(UE dedicated DRX cycle, RAN paging cycle) for INACTIVE remote UE, to the linked relay UE.
	

	R2-2200372
	OPPO
	Proposal 7: Remote UE sends the UE-specific DRX cycle to relay UE as the smaller value between the UE specific cycle configured by RRC and upper layers.
	


Recommendation 2-3: RRC_INACTIVE Remote UE provides minimum value of two UE specific DRX cycles (configured by upper layer and configured by RAN) , 5G-S-TMSI and I-RNTI to relay UE, and RRC_IDLE UE provides the UE specific DRX cycle (configured by upper layer) and 5G-S-TMSI to relay UE.
[bookmark: _Hlk92876261]On signalling to be used for reporting 5G S-TMSI, the related proposals/FFS points from last RAN2 meeting (not concluded):
	Proposal 19: 	RAN2 discuss which RRC message is used to provide remote UE information (i.e. 5G-S-TMSI/I-RNTI) 
a)	UAI [5/23]
b)	SUI [18/23]



	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200551
	MediaTek Inc.
	Proposal-2d: SUI is used provide Remote UE information (i.e. 5G-S-TMSI/I-RNTI) to the gNB for purpose of paging distribution.
	

	R2-2200173
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Proposal 8: SUI message is used to provide remote UE ID information (i.e., 5G-S-TMSI / I-RNTI).
	

	R2-2201509
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 5: Connected relay UE reports the 5G-S-TMSI/I-RNTI list of its connected remote UEs to gNB via SUI message.
	

	R2-2200166
	CATT
	Proposal 20: Relay UE provides remote UE information (i.e. 5G-S-TMSI/I-RNTI) to gNB using SUI message.
	

	R2-2200372
	OPPO
	Proposal 10: UEAssistanceInformation can be used to report 5G-S-TMSI / I-RNTI of each remote UE has PC5 RRC connection with it to network.
	


Recommendation 2-4: Relay UE uses SUI message to provide remote UE information (i.e. 5G-S-TMSI/I-RNTI) to network. 
On signalling to send paging of remote UE to RRC_CONNECTED relay UE, the related proposals/FFS points from last RAN2 meeting (not concluded):
	Proposal 6: 	RRCReconfiguration is used to deliver remote UE paging to the RRC_CONNECTED relay UE in dedicated fashion. [16/23]



	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200784
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Proposal 7: If dedicated signalling is used to send paging of remote UE(s) to the relay UE in RRC_CONNECTED, then DLInformationTransfer message is used.
	Given the discussion result from last meeting, moderator suggest to go for RRCReconfiguration of majority support

	R2-2200372
	OPPO
	Proposal 11: RAN2 confirm that RRCReconfiguration is used to deliver remote UE paging to the RRC_CONNECTED relay UE in dedicated manner.
	

	R2-2200173
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Proposal 7: Similar to dedicated SIB(s), existing RRCReconfiguration message is reused to include paging message as transparent container for remote UE
	


Recommendation 2-5: Network uses RRCReconfiguration, to carry remote UE paging message to the RRC_CONNECTED relay UE in dedicated fashion. 
Others related proposals:
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200410
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 3: An updated 5G S-TMSI list must be sent by a U2N relay to the gNB.
	Moderator understand this is already supported according to following agreement:

Proposal 11: 	Agree that Relay UE can notify Remote UE ID (i.e. 5G-S-TMSI/I-RNTI) information to the gNB via dedicated RRC message for paging delivery purpose. [23/23]

So suggest not to prioritize in this meeting.

	R2-2201509
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 7: Relay UE reports the paging cycles of its connected remote UEs to the gNB (to enable gNB configure relay UE in connected state with shorter Uu C-DRX cycle than its idle/inactive remote UEs’ paging cycle).
	Moderator understand gNB is aware of the paging cycle of the remote UE(s) since paging is sent by gNB, and since it is about an optimization considering relationship with DRX, suggest to down-prioritize in this meeting.

	R2-2201509
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 8: gNB should provide relay UE with the information of the paging priority per paging message.
	Seems there are not too many proposals in this direction, moderator suggest not to prioritize this issue in this meeting.

	R2-2201509
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 9: Agree to make the POs of remote UE and relay UE overlap for saving relay UE’s power, by reusing a similar way as MUSIM to require a specific 5G-S-TMSI.
	Seems there are not too many proposals in this direction, moderator suggest not to prioritize this issue in this meeting.

	R2-2200471
	vivo
	Proposal 18: Introduce the same PC5-RRC message for the actual Paging and SI delivery for a Remote UE.
	Moderator suggest to discuss this issue in stage-3 running-CR discussion.

	R2-2200372
	OPPO
	Proposal 8: Remote UE indicates UE capability of supporting RAN paging in IDLE PO to relay UE. Relay UE monitors IDLE PO for RRC_INACTIVE remote UE if both remote UE and network support RAN paging in IDLE PO.
	

	R2-2201158
	Ericsson
	Proposal 5: RAN2 to discuss how to align the remote UE’s paging DRX and the relay UE’s Uu DRX need to be aligned between each other when the network wants to page a remote UE in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE via a relay UE in RRC_CONNECTED via dedicated RRC signalling.
	Moderator understand gNB is aware of the paging cycle of the remote UE(s) since paging is sent by gNB, and since it is about an optimization considering relationship with DRX, suggest to down-prioritize in this meeting.

	R2-2200410
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 2: A U2N relay shall confirm if it can monitor requesting Remote’s POs.
	Moderator understand this is dependent on UE capability discussion, so suggest wait for conclusion on UE capability part first.

	R2-2200784

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	Proposal 1: RAN2 to agree that the relay UE performs a capability check whether the relay UE can monitor the PO of the remote UE.  
	Moderator understand that remote UE will not be configured with BWP/SS in L2 relay architecture,
Or if the point is to discuss relay UE capability, suggest rely on UE capability discussion.

	
	
	Proposal 2: RAN2 to agree in case the relay UE is not able to perform PO monitoring for the remote UE, the relay UE may inform its serving cell. 
	

	
	
	Proposal 3: The relay UE’s serving cell may modify the pagingSearchSpace of the remote UE to make it receivable by the relay UE. 
	

	R2-2200471
	vivo
	Proposal 17: For the Paging request, introduce ‘handshake’ mechanism i.e., a new PC5-RRC message for acknowledgement of the Paging request.
	Seems there are not too many proposals in this direction. Otherwise, moderator understand this is dependent on UE capability discussion, so suggest wait for conclusion on UE capability part first.



1.4. Access Control
On new or existing cause value 
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200794
	Xiaomi, Lenovo, Motorola Mobility, Apple
	Proposal: Reuse existing establishment/resume cause value for relay UE when relay UE enter RRC_CONNECTED only for relaying purpose.
	Moderator observe this proposal is to use old cause value.

	R2-2200551
	MediaTek Inc.
	Proposal-3: No new establishment cause for relay UE entering RRC_CONNECTED only for relaying purposes is introduced.
	Moderator observe this proposal is to use old cause value.

	R2-2201145
	InterDigital
	A new Establishment/Resume cause value is introduced for a relay UE access triggered by a remote UE access.
	Moderator observe this proposal is to use new cause value.

	R2-2201345
	ZTE, Sanechips
	Proposal 1: Existing establishment/resume cause provided by upper layer is reused when relay UE initiates the RRC establishment/resume only for the purpose of relaying. The interaction with NAS can be left to UE implementation.  
	Moderator observe this proposal is to use old cause value.

	R2-2200471
	vivo
	Proposal 1: RAN2 to agree that existing establishment/resume cause values are re-used for Relay UE to enter RRC_CONNECTED only for relaying purpose.
	Moderator observe this proposal is to use old cause value.

	R2-2200172
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Proposal 11: To minimize spec impact, introduce a new cause value (e.g., “relaying”) when Relay UE enters RRC_CONNECTED only for relaying purpose 
	Moderator observe this proposal is to use new cause value.

	R2-2200372
	OPPO
	Proposal 12: New cause value should be defined for relay UE to establish/resume an RRC connection due to a connection of remote UE.
	Moderator observe this proposal is to use new cause value.

	R2-2201510
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 1: In case the Relay UE’s RRC establishment/resume procedure is triggered by the Remote UE’s Msg3: For Remote UE’s rna-Update case, Relay UE will use new cause value (e.g. rna-UpdateRemote-UE); For other cases, Relay UE reuses the existing cause values by copying the one in Remote UE’s Msg3.
	Moderator observe this proposal is to use old cause value, with adding RNA update cause value.


On the way to acquire cause value if using the existing values
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2201294
	Intel Corporation
	Proposal 2: 	Remote UE provides the establishment/resume cause value to the Relay UE using existing or new PC5-RRC message.
	Moderator observe that the key proposal is to send cause value from remote UE to relay UE, w/o touching how to handle the issue of different values / RRC-state from different remote UE.



	
	
	Proposal 3:  	Relay UE uses remote UE’s establishment/resume cause when the Relay UE establishes/resumes an RRC connection due to a relaying connection from remote UE.
	

	R2-2200795

	Xiaomi

	Proposal 1: Remote UE indicate its cause value to relay UE via PC5-RRC.
	Moderator observe that the key proposal is to send cause value from remote UE to relay UE,

And to handle RAN-update, the proposal is to use mo-Signliang.
And to handle different cause value from different remote UE, the proposal is to rely on relay UE implementation.
And to handle the reestablishment cause value which is not included in the cause value for establishment / resume, the proposal is to use mt-Access.

Given all the spec effort required for this direction, + the split view and the limited time left to finish this WI, moderator suggest not to go with this direction, but further down-select between using either new or old value, without introducing additional AS signalling between remote and relay UE.

	
	
	Proposal 2: Relay UE set EstablishmentCause as mo-Signalling if RRC establishment is triggered by remote UE whose ResumeCause is rna-Update.
	

	
	
	Proposal 3: It’s up to relay UE to select which cause value to use from the multiple remote UEs, if messages from multiple remote UEs arrive at relay UE at the same time.
	

	
	
	Proposal 4: Relay UE set EstablishmentCause or ResumeCause as mt-Access if RRC establishment or resume is triggered by remote UE’s reestablishment.
	

	R2-2201145

	InterDigital

	The remote UE can inform the relay UE via PC5 of when the relay UE should use a higher priority (e.g., emergency) cause value for its establishment/resume.  
	Moderator observe that “The remote UE can either provide its entire cause value, or provide simply an indication when high priority access is needed.”, i.e., the proposal is to add signalling from remote UE to relay UE, with different preference on the signalling content.

See the reply to 0795-P1/2/3/4 above.

	
	
	The relay UE uses a high priority cause value for its own establishment/resume (e.g., emergency, highPriorityAccess, etc.) when it receives an indication that the remote UE’s access is also high priority.  Details are FFS.
	

	R2-2201345
	ZTE, Sanechips
	Proposal 1: Existing establishment/resume cause provided by upper layer is reused when relay UE initiates the RRC establishment/resume only for the purpose of relaying. The interaction with NAS can be left to UE implementation.  
	Moderator observe that this proposal does not require additional AS signalling from remote UE to relay UE.

	R2-2200471
	vivo
	Proposal 2: The Relay UE’s NAS layer provides the establishment/resume cause value to AS layer when Relay UE initiates RRC establish/resume procedure only for relaying purpose.
	Moderator observe that this proposal does not require additional AS signalling from remote UE to relay UE.

	R2-2200166
	CATT
	Proposal 1: For relay UE in RRC_IDLE, AS layer sends an indication to upper layer for service request upon reception of a message via SL-RLC0.
	Moderator observe that this proposal does not require additional AS signalling from remote UE to relay UE.

	
	
	Proposal 7: RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE relay UE initiates RRC establishment/resume procedure upon service request procedure from NAS.
	

	
	
	Proposal 8: The establishment/resume cause value is provided by upper layer when Relay UE enters RRC_CONNECTED only for relaying purpose.
	

	
	
	Proposal 9: RAN2 sends LS to CT1 and CC SA2 to inform the agreement that RRC_IDLE/ RRC_INACTIVE relay UE initiates RRC establishment/resume procedure upon service request procedure from NAS.
	

	R2-2200372
	OPPO
	Proposal 13: RAN2 not pursue remote UE sending cause value to relay UE for RRC connection establishment /resumption.
	


For 3-1, it was touched in [AT-116][622], R2-2111373, Q5.2, with the result as follows
New cause value supported: 9/23
New cause value not supported: 12/23
No strong view: 2/23
Furthermore, within the companies who prefer old cause value, there are further split between requiring new signalling from remote-UE to relay-UE and requiring no new signalling (e.g., CATT, vivo, ZTE), although it cannot tell clearly since there is no clear options for the two directions. Therefore, moderator understand there is no clear majority to pursue new signalling for remote UE to forward the cause value related information to relay UE.
So moderator recommend to do further down-selection within the options requiring no new signalling, considering now it is the late stage of the R17 WI.
Recommendation 3-1: RAN2 further discuss to select between using existing or new cause value for relay UE to establish/resume an RRC connection due to a connection of remote UE, without introducing new AS-layer signalling from remote UE to relay UE.
Others
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200625
	Spreadtrum Communications
	Proposal 4: Relay UE rejects Remote UE access request if it has running T302.
	Since there are not too many proposals in this direction, suggest not to prioritize this issue in this meeting.

	R2-2200795
	Xiaomi
	Proposal 13: Remote UE stops T390 after relay (re-)selection only if its serving cell is changed. Otherwise, remote UE doesn’t stop T390.
	Since there are not too many proposals in this direction, suggest not to prioritize this issue in this meeting.


	
	
	Proposal 14: Remote UE stops T390 after selecting cell from relay only if its serving cell is changed. Otherwise, remote UE doesn’t stop T390.
	

	R2-2201294
	Intel Corporation
	Proposal 1: 	Based on CT1 preference, RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE Relay UE skips the UAC procedure when establishing/resuming RRC connection only for relaying purpose.
	Moderator understand this is already concluded.



1.5. Others
On whether RAN-sharing should be supported.
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200552
	MediaTek Inc., CATT, OPPO, Qualcomm Incorporated, ZTE, Huawei, HiSilicon, Apple, InterDigital

	Proposal:  RAN2 agree the support of RAN sharing scenario for L2 UE-to-Network relay and send the LS to SA2 to acknowledge their assumption to support RAN sharing
	

	R2-2200166
	CATT

	Proposal 2: It is unnecessary to exclude RAN sharing from RAN2 perspective.
	

	R2-2200946
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	Proposal 1: Support the RAN sharing scenario when the relay UE is in a shared cell and the remote UE registers to the same PLMN as the relay UE, as this requires no additional RAN2 specification work.
	Based on this proposal, moderator suggest to agree on the support of this sub-scenario first.

	R2-2200946
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Proposal 2: RAN2 should consider at least the aspects listed above (authorization, PC5 radio resource allocation, access and Uu resource control, use of PLMN specific features, mobility related aspects) when making a decision whether the scenario when remote UE registers to a different PLMN than the relay UE is supported.
	Moderator further suggest some discussion on the listed aspect, aiming at a conclusion during this meeting.

	
	
	Proposal 3: RAN2 sends an LS to SA2 (and SA3 and RAN3) about its decision on the supported scenarios. If it is decided that the scenario when remote UE registers to a different PLMN than the relay UE is supported, then RAN2 also lists the identified technical issues that requires further investigations and potentially additional specification work.
	

	R2-2201158
	Ericsson

	Proposal 3               RAN2 to agree to postpone the support of RAN sharing for SL relay to later releases.
	Considering the wide support of RAN-sharing scenario, moderator suggest to compromise in a way that agree on the sub-scenario as indicated in 0946-P1, and further discuss to identify the real problem (if any) based on 0946-P2, and trying to conclude in this meeting.


Recommendation 4-1: RAN2 agree the support of RAN sharing scenario for L2 UE-to-Network relay when the remote UE registers to the same PLMN as the relay UE. For the RAN sharing scenario for L2 UE-to-Network relay when the remote UE registers to the different PLMN as the relay UE, RAN2 further discuss to conclude on whether major additional RAN2 specification work is needed.RAN2 send LS to SA2 (and SA3 and RAN3) about RAN2 conclusion.
There is one left issue on the handling of T300/301/304/319
Proposal 2: 	Remote UE uses different timers (FFS: value and/or name) for access (T300-like), resume (T319-like) and re-establishment (T301-like) compared to those for legacy Uu procedures [22/23]

	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200172

	Qualcomm Incorporated

	Proposal 6: Introduce 4 new timer IEs (T300-like/T319-like/T301-like/T311-like) in SIB1 for remote UE in L2 U2N relay
	Moderator understand the proposal on stop conditions are to mimic the legacy behaviour in case of relayed connection.
Yet not sure whether the legacy stop condition for T301, i.e., “when the selected cell becomes unsuitable” is still applicable to the new timer.

	
	
	Proposal 7: For T300-like timer, start condition and action at expiry of T300 can be reused. On top of legacy stop conditions, introduce a new stop condition “the (re)selected relay becomes unsuitable”
	

	
	
	Proposal 8: For T319-like timer, start condition and action at expiry of T319 can be reused. On top of legacy stop conditions, introduce a new stop condition “relay (re)selection” 
	

	
	
	Proposal 9: For T301-like timer, start condition and action at expiry of T301 can be reused. On top of legacy stop conditions, introduce a new stop condition “the (re)selected relay becomes unsuitable”
	

	R2-2201510
	Huawei, HiSilicon

	Proposal 2a: The same timer name of T300/T301/T319 is used by Remote UE, while NW can configure larger T300/T301/T319 timer value via a new field specific to Remote UE in SIB (e.g. ue-TimersAndConstants_RemoteUE).
	Moderator understand that at least additional field is needed in order for network to configure the timer for relay and non-relay case separately.

	R2-2200471
	vivo

	Proposal 11: Introduce new Timer names and values for the RRC establishment/resume/re-establishment procedure of Remote UE.  For the new timer values, adopt ENUMERATED {ms200, ms400, ms600, ms800, ms1200, ms2000, ms3000, ms4000}.
	Moderator understand the value range discussion can be up to the stage-3 running-CR discussion.


Recommendation 4-2: Introduce new fields in SIB1 for T300-like/T319-like/T301-like timers to be used by L2 remote UE. For these timers, on top of existing stop conditions as for the legacy timers, add extra stop condition for relayed scenario, i.e., “the (re)selected relay becomes unsuitable” for T300-like timer, “relay (re)selection” for T319-like timer, and “the (re)selected relay becomes unsuitable” for T301-like timer. FFS whether the legacy stop-condition of “when the selected cell becomes unsuitable” is still applicable to T301.
Besides, one left issue is on T311.
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200776
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 5: UE shall stop T311 when UE selects a suitable relay during re-establishment procedure.
	Moderator understand the point is that legacy T311 can be reused, while the stop condition needs to be revised to add the “when UE selects a suitable relay during re-establishment procedure”.

	R2-2200172
	Qualcomm Incorporated

	Proposal 5: Besides agreed T300-like/T319-like/T301-like timers, introduce a T311-like timer for remote UE because remote UE may select a relay to complete RRC re-establishment procedure 
Proposal 10: For T311-like timer, start condition and action at expiry of T311 can be reused. On top of legacy stop conditions, introduce a new stop condition “upon (re)selection of a suitable relay”
	There seems common view on the stop condition revision, yet different view on whether new timer / field configuration is needed. For that, moderator suggest to go for a simplified solution, i.e., rely on the old timer, considering different from T300/301/319, it is feasible to use a same configuration for T311, for both relay and non-relay scenario.

	R2-2201158
	Ericsson

	Proposal 6               The remote UE reuses the existing RRC connection re-establishment procedure in case of RLF, i.e., the remote UE remains in RRC_CONNECTED if the connection can be resumed otherwise, the remote UE goes to RRC_IDLE.
	

	
	
	Proposal 7               RAN2 discusses if the remote UE should start the timer T311 or a new timer upon declaration of RLF.
	

	R2-2201510
	Huawei, HiSilicon

	Proposal 2b: The existing name and configuration of T311 applies to Remote UE, and the timer should be stopped upon either a suitable cell selected or a Relay UE selected.
	


Recommendation 4-3: Not introduce new T311-like timer for L2 remote UE. Add extra stop-condition in the legacy T311 timer for relayed scenario, i.e., “upon (re)selection of a suitable relay”.
There is one proposal on complementary part of C-RNTI value delivery
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200741
	ASUSTeK
	Proposal 2: The RRCRelease message includes the UE-IdentityRemote IE for Remote UE.
	Moderator understand it is a feasible point.


Recommendation 4-4: RAN2 discuss whether to deliver C-RNTI value via RRCRelease message.
On how to deliver PCI info
Proposal 10: 	Agree that Remote UE needs to know the PCI of Relay UE’s serving cell. FFS how Remote UE obtains the PCI of relay UE’s serving cell. [23/23]

	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200512
	China Telecom

	Proposal 1 PCI information should be carried in the same RRC message as C-RNTI configuration for Remote UE.
	

	R2-2200166
	CATT

	Proposal 6: gNB transmits PCI to remote UE by included it in dedicated RRC signaling.
	

	R2-2201345
	ZTE, Sanechips

	Proposal 10: It is suggested that the PCI of relay UE’s serving cell is carried by the same RRC message for C-RNTI configuration from network or by PC5-RRC from Relay UE.
	

	R2-2200471
	vivo

	Proposal 12: The same RRC message (based on our Proposal 5) for C-RNTI configuration is to be used to carry PCI information to Remote UE by the NW.
	

	R2-2200172
	Qualcomm Incorporated

	Proposal 12: Similar to C-RNTI, PCI of serving cell can be included in Uu RRC messages towards remote UE (including RRCSetup / RRCResume / RRCReestablishment / RRCReconfiguration). 
	

	R2-2200372
	OPPO

	Proposal 6Uu RRC message (i.e., RRCSetup/RRCResume/RRCReestablishment during initial access and RRCRestablishment during HO) is to be used to carry PCI information to Remote UE by the network.
	

	R2-2200226
	Intel
	Proposal 2. gNB includes source cell PCI within RRC Reconfiguration upon connection resume/establishment by the Remote UE through the indirect connection. 
	Given more voice on reusing the same approach as for C-RNTI, moderator suggest to follow that to simplify the discussion.

	R2-2201510
	Huawei, HiSilicon

	Proposal 9: The Remote UE obtains the PCI of Relay UE’s serving cell via PC5-RRC message. 
	Given more voice on reusing the same approach as for C-RNTI, moderator suggest to follow that to simplify the discussion.


Recommendation 4-5: PCI of relay UE serving cell can be delivered to remote UE in the same way as for C-RNTI, i.e., using RRCSetup / RRCResume / RRCReestablishment / RRCReconfiguration.
On whether cell-ID is to be used in RRC_CONNECTED state, i.e., the following FFS point
Proposal 4: For L2 U2N relay, cell ID can be used as additional AS criteria for relay (re)selection. RRC states under which the cell ID may be applied by L2 remote UE and how to use it by L2 remote UE are left to be addressed for L2 specific discussions. And the usage of cell ID by gNB for RRC CONNECTED L2 remote UE is handled by CP procedure and service continuity topic for L2 relay.

	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2201158
	Ericsson

	Proposal 8               For a L2 remote UE which is in RRC_CONNECTED and has triggered the RRC connection re-establishment procedure, it is up to remote UE implementation to selects either the best relay UE or the best cell, i.e., no consideration of the cell ID of the relay UE.
	Moderator understand the view is aligned.

	
	
	Proposal 9               For a L2 remote UE which is in RRC_CONNECTED and has not triggered the RRC connection re-establishment procedure, the usage of cell ID for the remote UE is up to gNB implementation.
	

	R2-2200172
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Proposal 3: Best cell principle shall be followed by remote UE in cell selection triggered by RRC re-establishment. Corresponding, when remote UE performs RRC re-establishment procedure, if only suitable cell(s) are available, remote UE shall select best cell based on legacy S/R criteria, irrespective of whether the target cell is intra-gNB or inter-gNB  
	Moderator understand the view is aligned

	
	
	Proposal 4: When remote UE performs RRC re-establishment procedure, if only suitable relay(s) are available, remote UE can prioritize to select relay served by same gNB, according to its implementation
	


Recommendation 4-6: For a L2 remote UE which is in RRC_CONNECTED and has triggered the RRC connection re-establishment procedure, it is up to remote UE implementation to selects either the best relay UE or the best cell, i.e., no consideration of the cell ID of the relay UE. Otherwise, for a L2 remote UE which is in RRC_CONNECTED and has not triggered the RRC connection re-establishment procedure, the usage of cell ID for the remote UE is up to gNB implementation.
On whether default configuration can be applied to the RLC channel 
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2201136
	Apple
	Proposal 1 Default Uu RLC configuration can be used for the forwarding of SRB0 message from remote UE. 
Proposal 2 Default Uu RLC configuration can be used for the forwarding of RRCReestablishment and RRCresume to Remote UE. 
	Given more negative voice on default configuration, and since dedicated configuration can already work, moderator suggest not to pursue default configuration for SRB0 and SRB1 message of RRCReestablishment and RRCresume.

	R2-2200551
	MediaTek
	Proposal-1a: clarify that dedicated configuration supports both common Uu RLC configuration and separate Uu RLC configuration for all Remote UE’s SRB0/1 transmission.
	

	
	
	Proposal-1b: Default Uu RLC configuration Remote UE ’s SRB0/1 transmission is not needed
	

	R2-2200855

	CMCC

	Proposal 1: Dedicated uu RLC configuration for delivering remote UE’s SRB0. 
	

	
	
	Proposal 3: Dedicated uu RLC configuration for delivering remote UE’s SRB1.
	

	
	
	Proposal 2: RRCSutupRequest, RRCReestablismentRequest and RRCResumeRequest message can be after RRCReconfig for relay UE.
	

	R2-2201345
	ZTE, Sanechips

	Proposal 2: Uu RLC configuration for remote UE’s SRB0 message could be (re)configured by NW. Default configuration is not supported.
	Given more negative voice on default configuration, and since dedicated configuration can already work, moderator suggest not to pursue default configuration for SRB0 and SRB1 message of RRCReestablishment and RRCresume.

	R2-2200471
	vivo
	Proposal 3: For the delivery of remote UE’s SRB0 RRC message over Uu RLC, default configuration is NOT supported (i.e., always rely on NW configuration).
	

	
	
	Proposal 4: For the delivery of L2 Remote UE SRB1 signalling (RRCResume and RRCReestablishment) over Uu RLC channel, default configuration is also NOT supported (i.e., always rely on NW configuration).
	

	R2-2200166
	CATT

	Proposal 21: Default configuration for Uu RLC carrying remote UE’s SRB0 is supported.
	

	R2-2200372
	OPPO
	Proposal 14For SRB0 and SRB1 message RRCResume and RRCReestablishment of remote UE, default Uu RLC configuration is not needed.
	

	
	
	Proposal 15For SRB1 message RRCReconfigurationComplete of remote UE (during direct-to-indirect path switching), for RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE relay UE, default PC5 RLC configuration which can be reconfigured by network and dedicated Uu RLC configuration is used.
	


Recommendation 4-7: RAN2 not pursue default Uu RLC configuration for SRB0 messages and SRB1 messages of RRCReestablishment and RRCresume for remote UE.
Moderator understand group-mobility at least for RRC_CONNECTED relay-UE and remote-UE is not in the scope of R17 WI. Besides, during HO/Cell-reselection of relay-UE, one point to clarify is whether the PC5-link can be maintained for RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE remote-UE.
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200372
	OPPO

	Proposal 20No additional handling on remote UE’s RANU/TAU is needed for the case where the serving cell of the relay UE changes.
	Proponent view  is this issue can be closed w/o further spec effort.

	R2-2200372
	OPPO

	Proposal 18Rely on remote UE implementation to handle the case when PC5-RRC message informing relay UE’s HO/cell (re)selection is received.
	

	R2-2201158
	Ericsson

	Proposal 2               When performing the RNAU/TAU procedure and selecting a new cell, the remote UE/relay UE releases the existing PC5 connection.
	Moderator understand that the view is to avoid maintaining the PC5 link during cell-change of relay-UE.

	[bookmark: _Hlk93050990]R2-2201146

	InterDigital

	Proposal 4:The PC5-RRC message used to inform the remote UE when the relay UE performs HO/cell (re)selection includes the cell ID of the new/target cell
	Moderator understand the view is to support keeping the PC5-link during cell-change of relay-UE, w/ further spec effort proposed.

	
	
	Proposal 6:The PC5-RRC message used to inform the remote UE when the relay UE performs HO/cell (re)selection includes the cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1.
	

	
	
	Proposal 7:An IDLE/INACTIVE remote UE can trigger relay (re)selection based on its allowed PLMNs upon reception of the PLMN list received by the PC5-RRC message received following relay UE HO/(re)selection
Proposal 8:The PC5-RRC message used to inform the remote UE when the relay UE performs HO/cell (re)selection includes the si-SchedulingInfo from SIB1.
	


Recommendation 4-8: RAN2 further discuss to select 1) either not support keeping PC5 connection during HO/RLF/cell-reselection of relay-UE (so that relay-UE need to send PC5-S message to remote UE, or PC5-RRC message can be also used yet remote UE cannot decide to keep PC5 connection upon receiving PC5-RRC message), or 2) support it (so that relay-UE can refrain from sending PC5-S message to remote UE, or remote UE can decide whether to release/keep PC5 connection upon receiving PC5-RRC message) without further specification work to enhance the procedure. .And if RAN2 agree on 2), RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE remote UE initiates RNAU/TAU if this serving cell changes due to HO/RLF/cell-reselection of the relay UE, and RRC_CONNECTED remote UE initiate RRC re-establishment during HO/RLF of relay UE. FFS whether RRC release of relay-UE can be handled in the same way as for HO/RLF/cell-reselection.
Given the tool of PC5-S and PC5-RRC agreed, one left issue is whether there is a need to further dig into the detailed usage of these tools
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200795
	Xiaomi

	Proposal 8: if relay UE selects the same cell to re-establish RRC connection after RLF, relay UE does not send indication to remote UE.
	Moderator understand it is more about specifying when to send the PC5-S/PC5-RRC message by relay UE

	
	
	Proposal 9: If remote UE is not indicated after relay UE’s RLF, Relay UE indicates remote UE upon RRC re-establishment failure. Remote UE performs relay/cell reselection upon reception of the indication.
	

	R2-2200372
	OPPO

	Proposal 17Leave to relay UE implementation to decide whether to use PC5-RRC or PC5-S when handover, Uu-RLF or cell reselection of relay UE happens.
	

	R2-2200778
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Proposal 1: The remote UE should be notified of recovery success due to successful re-establishment.
Proposal 2: The remote UE should be notified of recovery failure due to failed re-establishment.
Proposal 3: The remote UE should be notified of handover success due to successful handover.
Observation 6: The relay UE should inform the connected remote UE of failed handover. Otherwise, the remote UE is not aware of when to perform cell/relay selection.
Proposal 4: The remote UE should be notified of handover failure due to failed handover.
	Moderator understand the similar issue has been handled in [AT-116][628], R2- 2111382 Q3, so suggest to down-prioritize in this meeting.


For 4-9, it was touched in [AT-116][628], R2- 2111382 Q3, with the result as follows
Proposal 3: RAN2 to discuss which of the following case should also be agreed for the relay UE to send an indication/message to its connected remote UE(s) which may trigger relay reselection:
Case-1: Uu Recovery failure – 5/19
Case-2: HO failure – 7/19
Case-3: Uu RRC reconfiguration failure – 8/19
Therefore, moderator understand there is no clear majority to pursue further spec effort on relay/remote UE during the RLF/mobility scenario..
[bookmark: _Hlk93074807]So moderator recommend to conclude without introducing more spec effort on this, considering now it is the late stage of the R17 WI.Recommendation 4-9: RAN2 not pursue additional specification effort on when to send PC5-RRC/PC5-S message(s) if handover , Uu RLF (including re-establishment) and cell-reselection of relay UE happens.
Other related proposals are listed as follows.
	Tdoc
	Company
	Proposals 
	Moderator’s remark and recommendation

	R2-2200740

	ASUSTeK

	Proposal 1: Section 5.8.9.x1 (Sidelink RLC bearer management for L2 U2N relay) in the RRC running CR should be modified to cover the following two cases: 
(1) trigggered due to the reception of the RRCReconfigurationSidelink message; and 
(2) triggered due to the configuration received in the sl-ConfigDedicatedNR.
	Seems this is quite Stage-3 related, suggest to handle it in the discussion on RRC running-CR.

	
	
	Proposal 2: A new IE needs to be specified to include multiple PC5 RLC bearer configurations and the other new IE needs to be specified to release PC5 RLC bearer configuration(s) for supporting L2 U2N relay. Detail definitions of these two IEs are FFS.
	

	
	
	Proposal 3: gNB includes a LCID in the Tx PC5 RLC bearer configuration for both remote UE and relay UE to associate the Tx PC5 RLC bearer configuration received from gNB with the Rx PC5 RLC bearer configuration received from the peer UE when providing the Tx PC5 RLC bearer configuration to each UE. 
	

	R2-2200742

	ASUSTeK

	Proposal 1: The relay UE applies the specified configuration of SL-RLC0 as specified in 9.1.1.4 if the relay UE establishes a PC5 RRC connection with a remote UE.
	Seems this is quite Stage-3 related, suggest to handle it in the discussion on RRC running-CR.

	
	
	Proposal 2: RAN2 discuss and select one of options (Option 1 or Option 2) to capture the UE behaviour of applying the specified configuration of SL-RLC0 for Relay UE in the related procedural text.
	

	R2-2200741
	ASUSTeK
	Proposal 1: RAN2 agree the text proposals to capture the UE behaviour of applying the value of the UE-IdentityRemote as the C-RNTI in the related procedural text.
	Seems this is quite Stage-3 related, suggest to handle it in the discussion on RRC running-CR.

	R2-2200743
	ASUSTeK
	Proposal 1: To reflect Stage 2 agreement on sidelink resource allocation mode for U2N relay in Stage 3 running CR.
	Suggest to handle it in the discussion on RRC running-CR.

	R2-2201345
	ZTE, Sanechips

	Proposal 3: Relay UE does not inform remote UE if its connection establishment/resume request triggered by remote UE is rejected by gNB.
	Moderator share the view, i.e., no additional spec effort needed, but suggest not to prioritize this issue in this meeting.

	R2-2200471
	vivo

	Proposal 5: Revise the previous agreement on Remote UE’s C-RNTI to “During remote UE’s initial access, C-RNTI is included in the relevant RRC message, e.g. first RRCReconfiguration after RRCSetup/RRCResume/first RRCReconfiguration after RRCReestablishment”.
	Given this proposal is to revisit the existing agreement, moderator suggest to down-prioritize this proposal during this meeting.

	R2-2200471
	vivo

	Proposal 6: The PC5 RRC connection between Remote UE and Relay UE is kept when Remote UE or Relay UE is sent to RRC IDLE/RRC INACTIVE by NW via RRCRelease message.
	Considering the source of this issue is SA2 / TS 23.304, moderator suggest not to prioritize this issue in this meeting.

	R2-2200471
	vivo

	Proposal 19: For relay specific link, it is up to Remote UE and Relay UE implementation whether and how to use the following fields in RRCReconfigurationSidelink message/procedure. No extra specification impacts.                                                                                                                                                                                                          Ÿ sl-MeasConfig
Ÿ sl-CSI-RS-Config
Ÿ sl-LatencyBoundCSI-Report 
	Considering no extra specification work, moderator suggest not to prioritize this issue in this meeting.

	R2-2200471
	vivo

	Proposal 20: For relay specific link, RAN2 to confirm that following fields are not used in RRCReconfigurationSidelink message/procedure by Remote UE and Relay UE. FFS how to capture this requirement in the specification.
Ÿ slrb-ConfigToAddModList
Ÿ slrb-ConfigToReleaseList
Ÿ sl-ResetConfig 
	Given all the related fields are optional, moderator do not see critical issue from ASN.1 perspective. Suggest to discuss related issue in stage-3 running-CR discussion.

	R2-2200172

	Qualcomm Incorporated

	Proposal 1: Adaptation layer related configuration (i.e., dedicated PC5 RLC channel for relaying and bearer mapping configuration) is not stored as remote UE’s Inactive AS context. And remote UE rely on default PC5 configuration for delivery of RRCResumeRequest/ RRCResumeRequest1.
	While moderator observe the proposal seems to be a simple solution, suggest not to prioritize it in this meeting.

	
	
	Proposal 2: Adaptation layer related configuration (i.e., dedicated PC5 and Uu RLC channel for relaying and bearer mapping configuration) is not stored as relay UE’s Inactive AS context
	

	R2-2200172
	Qualcomm Incorporated

	Proposal 13: Relay related message contents / configurations in different RRC messages:  In RRCSetup message towards remote UE, gNB can include PC5 RLC/LCH config for Uu SRB1 and Uu PDCP config for Uu SRB1; In RRCResume / RRCReconfiguration message towards remote UE, gNB can include PC5 RLC/LCH config for Uu SRB1/SRB2/DRB, Uu PDCP config for Uu SRB1/SRB2/DRB, and Uu SDAP config for Uu DRB; In RRCReconfiguration message towards relay UE, gNB can include PC5 RLC/LCH config for Uu SRB1/SRB2/DRB, Uu RLC/LCH config for Uu SRB1/SRB2/DRB, and bearer mapping configuration between PC5 and Uu
	Moderator understand it is more of stage-3 issue, so suggest to rely on running-CR discussion to handle.

	R2-2201218
	LG Electronics France

	Proposal 11: A new T304-like timer stops when remote UE transmits RRCReconfigurationComplete message to relay UE via sidelink.   
	This is more related to service-continuity, so suggest relying on the discussion in that AI.

	R2-2201218
	LG Electronics France

	Proposal 12: we need to discuss how to handle RRC setup/resume/re-establish failure increasing problem due to time ambiguity between remote UE and gNB.
-       Alt. solution1: leave on gNB implementation. Marginal time for delivering the messages for RRC setup/resume/re-establish procedure may be configured on relay UE.
-       Alt. solution2: The messages for RRC setup/resume/re-establish procedure may include a timestamp to indicate starting/expiration time of the timer.
	Moderator understand the current running-CR allows solution-1 already, while solution-2 requires some additional work. Given that there are no much proposal in this direction, moderator suggest not to prioritize this issue in this meeting.

	R2-2201510
	Huawei, HiSilicon

	Proposal 8:  A Remote UE should be informed with the frequency of its serving cell (i.e. the connected Relay UE’s serving cell).
	Considering there are not many proposals in this direction, moderator suggest not to prioritize this issue in this meeting.

	R2-2200795

	Xiaomi

	Proposal 5: Relay UE indicates connection reject to remote UE if its connection establish/resume request is rejected by gNB.
	Considering there are not many proposals in this direction, moderator suggest not to prioritize this issue in this meeting.

	
	
	Proposal 6: Relay UE indicate the wait time to remote UE, if wait time is configured in RRCReject or RRCRelease.
	Considering there are not many proposals in this direction, moderator suggest not to prioritize this issue in this meeting.

	
	
	Proposal 7: Remote UE doesn’t select rejected relay UE, of which wait time is running.
	

	R2-2200795
	Xiaomi
	Proposal 10: Whether relay UE indicates remote UE upon Uu RLF can be configured by gNB.
	Considering there are not many proposals in this direction, moderator suggest not to prioritize this issue in this meeting.

	R2-2200795
	Xiaomi
	Proposal 11: Relay UE sends indication to remote UE upon legacy and CHO handover execution.
	Considering there are not many proposals in this direction, + CHO can be only progressed after basic HO procedure, moderator suggest not to prioritize this issue in this meeting.

	R2-2201158
	Ericsson

	Proposal 1               The PC5 connection between the remote UE and relay UE is handled according to the RRC state transition Rel-16 V2X principles.
	While sharing the view, moderator suggest not to prioritize this issue by assuming it is not urgent.

	R2-2200372
	OPPO

	Proposal 16PC5-S message can be used to inform remote UE when relay UE performs cell (re)selection.
	Moderator suggest not to prioritize this issue this meeting.

	R2-2200795
	Xiaomi
	Proposal 12: NotificationMessageSidelink is not applicable in L3 relay.
	Moderator understand this issue is not urgent, so suggest not to prioritize this issue in this meeting.

	R2-2200776

	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility

	Proposal 1: After the remote UE decides to keep/release the PC5 connection upon the reception of Uu RLF, the remote UE needs to transmit the response to the relay UE.
Proposal 3: After remote UE receives the PC5 RRC message from the relay UE due to relay handover, the remote UE needs to response to the received indication. The response can inform the relay UE with ‘keep or release PC5 connection’.
	Considering there are not many proposals in this direction (response message to the PC5-RRC message by relay UE), moderator suggest not to prioritize this issue in this meeting.

	
	
	Proposal 2: The remote UE should suspend the UL data transmission towards the gNB via relay UE if the remote UE decides to keep the current PC5 link after the remote UE receives the notification of Uu RLF from the L2 relay UE.
Proposal 4: The remote UE should suspend the UL data transmission towards the gNB via relay UE if the remote UE decides to keep the current PC5 link after the remote UE receives the notification of relay handover from the L2 relay UE.
	By assuming the UL-data is typical for a RRC_CONNECTED remote-UE, moderator understand the group-mobility (keeping the PC5 link between relay and remote UE in case of HO of relay UE) is not in the scope of R17.

	R2-2201510
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 3: Upon triggering RRC re-establishment due to Relay UE’s Uu RLF/HO, Remote UE is allowed to send the msg3 via the same Relay UE without releasing the old PC5 connection.
	Given the running-CR does not restrict the remote UE to perform RRC re-establishment via the original relay UE, moderator suggest not to prioritize the issue this meeting.

	R2-2201510
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 4: During Relay UE’s RRC reestablishment/HO, the Relay UE is not allowed to broadcast discovery message or forward system information until RRC reestablishment/HO success.
	Moderator understand it is a reasonable implementation, yet considering the running-CR does not restrict the implementation, moderator suggest not to prioritize the issue this meeting.
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Conclusions
The contributions submitted to AI 8.7.2.1 are summarized above, with moderator comments. Moderator recommendations are as follows. 
Easy-ones:
Recommendation 0-2: For WA of “Any SIB which the remote UE has a requirement to use (e.g. for relay purpose) can be requested by the remote UE (from the relay UE or the network). [20/23]  FFS how to capture this in spec, but this agreement does not automatically imply signalling to request all SIBs.”, agree on a revised version of “Any SIB which the RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE remote UE has a requirement to use (e.g. for relay purpose) can be requested by the remote UE (from the relay UE or the network).  RAN2 not pursue further specification work for remote UE using an indirect connection to network to make use of a SIB if it is not supported based on the current spec.”
Recommendation 0-4: For the WA of “cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 [16/23] is forwarded before PC5-RRC connection. FFS the exact signalling”, agree on a revised version of “cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 [16/23] is forwarded before PC5-RRC connection using discovery message when there is no RAN sharing. RAN sharing case is FFS. FFS on using RRC container or not”.
Recommendation 1-3: Carry cellAccessRelatedInfo from SIB1 in discovery message using RRC container.
Recommendation 2-3: RRC_INACTIVE Remote UE provides minimum value of two UE specific DRX cycles (configured by upper layer and configured by RAN) , 5G-S-TMSI and I-RNTI to relay UE, and RRC_IDLE UE provides the UE specific DRX cycle (configured by upper layer) and 5G-S-TMSI to relay UE.
Recommendation 2-4: Relay UE uses SUI message to provide remote UE information (i.e. 5G-S-TMSI/I-RNTI) to network. 
Recommendation 4-2: Introduce new fields in SIB1 for T300-like/T319-like/T301-like timers to be used by L2 remote UE. For these timers, on top of existing stop conditions as for the legacy timers, add extra stop condition for relayed scenario, i.e., “the (re)selected relay becomes unsuitable” for T300-like timer, “relay (re)selection” for T319-like timer, and “the (re)selected relay becomes unsuitable” for T301-like timer. FFS whether the legacy stop-condition of “when the selected cell becomes unsuitable” is still applicable to T301.
Recommendation 4-3: Not introduce new T311-like timer for L2 remote UE. Add extra stop-condition in the legacy T311 timer for relayed scenario, i.e., “upon (re)selection of a suitable relay”.
Recommendation 4-5: PCI of relay UE serving cell can be delivered to remote UE in the same way as for C-RNTI, i.e., using RRCSetup / RRCResume / RRCReestablishment / RRCReconfiguration.
Recommendation 4-6: For a L2 remote UE which is in RRC_CONNECTED and has triggered the RRC connection re-establishment procedure, it is up to remote UE implementation to selects either the best relay UE or the best cell, i.e., no consideration of the cell ID of the relay UE. Otherwise, for a L2 remote UE which is in RRC_CONNECTED and has not triggered the RRC connection re-establishment procedure, the usage of cell ID for the remote UE is up to gNB implementation.
Recommendation 4-7: RAN2 not pursue default Uu RLC configuration for SRB0 messages and SRB1 messages of RRCReestablishment and RRCresume for remote UE.

For-discussion ones:
Recommendation 0-1: For WA of “A remote UE in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE initiates RNAU/TAU procedure if the serving cell of the relay UE changes (due to HO or reselection of the relay UE) and the new serving cell is outside of the remote UE’s configured RNA/TA, as legacy procedure.”, agree on a revised version of “A remote UE in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE initiates RNAU/TAU procedure if the serving cell changes and the new serving cell is outside of the remote UE’s configured RNA/TA, as legacy procedure. For an indirect remote UE, its serving cell is the serving cell of its connected relay UE.”
Recommendation 0-3: For the WA of “Voluntary SIB forwarding by the relay UE, aside from SIB update and SIB request, is left to relay UE implementation”, agree on a revised version of “Voluntary SIB1 forwarding, aside from SIB update and SIB request, is left to relay UE implementation. Voluntary SIB forwarding by the Relay UE for SIB update is allowed.”
Recommendation 1-1: For SIB-update in case of RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE remote UE(s), RAN2 further discuss to select between option-1) to forward either all updated SI, option-2) only the SI(s) requested by remote UE(s), or option-3) leave it to relay-UE implementation to select between option-1 or option-2. RAN2 do not pursue further work on enhance the SI-request signalling by remote UE.
Recommendation 1-2: For SIB-update in case of RRC_CONNECTED remote-UE, no short message forwarding by relay UE, and RAN2 discuss to select between option-1) rely on network implementation to send either all updated SIBs or only the updated SIBs requested by remote UE, and option-2) rely on relay UE to send all updated SIB to remote UE.
Recommendation 1-3a: RAN2 further discuss to select 1)  rely on SA2 to decide which discovery message (primary message or the additional information message), or 2) decide it in RAN2 (if so, discuss to make the selection). FFS on whether cellBarred should be included as well.
Recommendation 1-4: For SIB1, RAN2 discuss how to deliver it, between 1) using discovery message, reuse the conclusion for cellAccessRelatedInfo, or 2) using PC5-RRC message, in the same way as for other SIBs.
Recommendation 2-1: RAN2 further discuss to select between option-1) Paging message sent over PC5-RRC uses PagingRecordList IE and rely on relay UE implementation to select between either sending the entire paging record received by the relay UE or  sending only information relevant to that remote UE, option-2) Sending the entire PagingRecordList received by the relay UE, and option-3) sending only PagingRecord relevant to that remote UE.
Recommendation 2-2: RAN2 further discuss the PC5-RRC signalling content, which is used for Relay UE in RRC_CONNECTED configured with paging CSS, to determine whether to monitor POs for a remote UE, between 1) using explicit signalling indicating RRC-state of remote-UE, 2) not using explicit signalling indicating RRC-state of remote-UE.
Recommendation 2-5: Network uses RRCReconfiguration, to carry remote UE paging message to the RRC_CONNECTED relay UE in dedicated fashion. 
Recommendation 3-1: RAN2 further discuss to select between using existing or new cause value for relay UE to establish/resume an RRC connection due to a connection of remote UE, without introducing new AS-layer signalling from remote UE to relay UE.
Recommendation 4-1: RAN2 agree the support of RAN sharing scenario for L2 UE-to-Network relay when the remote UE registers to the same PLMN as the relay UE. For the RAN sharing scenario for L2 UE-to-Network relay when the remote UE registers to the different PLMN as the relay UE, RAN2 further discuss to conclude on whether major additional RAN2 specification work is needed.RAN2 send LS to SA2 (and SA3 and RAN3) about RAN2 conclusion.
Recommendation 4-4: RAN2 discuss whether to deliver C-RNTI value via RRCRelease message.

Low-priority ones
Recommendation 4-8: RAN2 further discuss to select 1) either not support keeping PC5 connection during HO/RLF/cell-reselection of relay-UE (so that relay-UE need to send PC5-S message to remote UE, or PC5-RRC message can be also used yet remote UE cannot decide to keep PC5 connection upon receiving PC5-RRC message), or 2) support it (so that relay-UE can refrain from sending PC5-S message to remote UE, or remote UE can decide whether to release/keep PC5 connection upon receiving PC5-RRC message) without further specification work to enhance the procedure. .And if RAN2 agree on 2), RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE remote UE initiates RNAU/TAU if this serving cell changes due to HO/RLF/cell-reselection of the relay UE, and RRC_CONNECTED remote UE initiate RRC re-establishment during HO/RLF of relay UE. FFS whether RRC release of relay-UE can be handled in the same way as for HO/RLF/cell-reselection.
Recommendation 4-9: RAN2 not pursue additional specification effort on when to send PC5-RRC/PC5-S message(s) if handover , Uu RLF (including re-establishment) and cell-reselection of relay UE happens.
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