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1 Introduction
The following are the (selected) proposals from the post meeting email discussion [1] which are marked as to be discussed:
[To discuss]Proposal 4: [13/20] Not support the remote UE reporting the failure of direct path addition/change to the gNB at the expiry of T304 timer.
 [To discuss]Proposal 6: [11/18] RRC establishment is always triggered w/o any condition.
To discuss]Proposal 8: [10/20] RAN2 to discuss whether/how to avoid/handle the case when the target L2 MP Relay UE establishes a RRC connection with a different gNB than the gNB serving the target cell.
[To discuss]Proposal 9: [10/10] If the error case in P7 is to be addressed, remote UE reports the “wrong gNB” failure to PCell after the failure is detected. FFS how remote UE detects this failure (e.g., differentiate this case with the case that relay UE reselects another cell under the same gNB). 
[To discuss]Proposal 13: [9/13] Rely on NW indication to remote UE to decide whether PC5-RRC trigger is used or not. FFS whether this indication can be relay UE RRC state.
[To discuss]Proposal 16: [10/20] The T420-like timer stop condition of IDLE/INACTiVE relay case depends on whether RRCReconfguraitonComplete is sent via direct path or not, assuming legacy R17 T420 condition can be reused if yes.
[To discuss]Proposal 17: [13/20] Dowon-select one of the following for the T420-like timer stop condition of IDLE/INACTiVE relay addition/change (at least for the case that RRCReconfguraitonComplete is not sent via direct path):
- Option 1: upon PC5-RRC connection establishment 
- Option 2: Upon PC5 RLC acknowledgement of the PC5-RRC message triggering relay UE entering CONNECTED state
- Option 3: upon reception of RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink 
[To discuss]Proposal 18: [11/20] The T420-like timer stop condition of CONNECTED relay case is as same as legacy Rel-17 T420 stop condition. 
[To discuss]Proposal 21: [10/15] If indirect path add/change failure is to be reported, include the indication of failure and the reason causing the failure
We address the issues as listed above and remaining open issues for the L2 multi-path relays. 
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2 Discussion
2.1 Open Issues 
[To discuss]Proposal 4: [13/20] Not support the remote UE reporting the failure of direct path addition/change to the gNB at the expiry of T304 timer.
The network is already aware of the direct path addition/change failure as it will not receive the RRCReconfigurationComplete message. It seems redundant to report the failure over the indirect path. Hence, the remote UE should not support reporting the failure of the direct path addition/change to the gNB when T304 expires. 
Proposal 1 [bookmark: _Ref146820244]Support Proposal 4. Do not support reporting the failure of the direct path addition/change to the gNB at T304 expiry. 
[To discuss]Proposal 6: [11/18] RRC establishment is always triggered w/o any condition.
Upon T304 expiry, the UE should trigger RRC reestablishment on the direct path like in legacy. Nothing has changed in a MP relays scenario.  
Proposal 2 [bookmark: _Ref146820260]Support Proposal 6. RRC reestablishment is always triggered w/o any condition upon T304 expiry. 
[To discuss]Proposal 8: [10/20] RAN2 to discuss whether/how to avoid/handle the case when the target L2 MP Relay UE establishes a RRC connection with a different gNB than the gNB serving the target cell.
For proposal 8, the question is whether a mechanism exists for the remote UE to know that the relay UE has connected to a different gNB than the gNB of the target cell. The relay UE provides the ID of the cell it is camping on currently in the discovery message. Then, if it connects to a different gNB, the relay UE can trigger the notificationmessagesidelink to the remote UE informing the remote UE of the change. In which case, the remote UE can trigger the RRCReestablishment procedure. This is a corner case and such optimizations should not be pursued. 
Proposal 3 [bookmark: _Ref146820272]Do not pursue enhancements to avoid/handle the case when the target L2 MP Relay UE establishes an RRC connection with the cell of the wrong gNB. 
[To discuss]Proposal 13: [9/13] Rely on NW indication to remote UE to decide whether PC5-RRC trigger is used or not. FFS whether this indication can be relay UE RRC state.
For Proposal 13, the first issue to address is whether Rel-17 U2N relay UEs can also support the indirect path of the MP relays. If yes, then the indication of the relay UE’s RRC state will not help because the Rel-17 U2N relay UE cannot support the PC5-RRC based message. From functional viewpoint, we do not see the need to restrict Rel-17 relay UEs from supporting the indirect path of a MP relay. 
Proposal 4 [bookmark: _Ref146820292]RAN2 to confirm that Rel-17 L2 U2N relays can support the indirect path of a MP remote UE. 
In addition, the network indication to the remote UE to decide to use a PC5-RRC trigger need not be explicit. The presence/absence of the split SRB1 configuration is sufficient. However, even the PC5-RRC trigger solution will not be sufficient to support a scenario where both Rel-18 and Rel-17 U2N relay UEs support indirect path of MP relay operations. This would also mean that the network should have prior knowledge of whether the corresponding relay UE supports Rel-17 or Rel-18 to provide the right configuration. To circumvent this issue, RAN2 can also consider a network-based solution where the network can page the relay UE to get into the CONN state even before the indirect path addition configuration is provided to the remote UE. 
Proposal 5 [bookmark: _Ref146820309]For an encompassing solution across different releases, RAN2 to also consider a network-based solution where the network can page the relay UE in IDLE/INACTIVE to get into the CONN state even before the indirect path configuration is provided to the remote UE. 
[bookmark: _Toc70424553][bookmark: _Ref189046994]3 Conclusion
Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1 Support Proposal 4. Do not support reporting the failure of the direct path addition/change to the gNB at T304 expiry.
Proposal 2 Support Proposal 6. RRC reestablishment is always triggered w/o any condition upon T304 expiry.
Proposal 3 Do not pursue enhancements to avoid/handle the case when the target L2 MP Relay UE establishes an RRC connection with the cell of the wrong gNB. 
Proposal 4 RAN2 to confirm that Rel-17 L2 U2N relays can support the indirect path of a MP remote UE.
Proposal 5 For an encompassing solution across different releases, RAN2 to also consider a network-based solution where the network can page the relay UE in IDLE/INACTIVE to get into the CONN state even before the indirect path configuration is provided to the remote UE.
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