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1. Introduction
This contribution provides our considerations on CP issues of multi-path relaying and give our preference.
2. Discussion
2.1 Considerations on Scenario 1
2.1.1 Direct Path Addition
It was agreed in previous RAN2 meeting [1] that:
· For direct path addition, it’s a path switch procedure in which the target configuration contains both paths. And one of the serving cells of the added direct path is configured as PCell for the remote UE.
According to the agreement, IE reconfigurationWithSync can be reused to configure the Pcell of the direct path. Operations according to reconfigurationWithSync can be divided into two sets:
1) Operations for reconfigurationWithSync including sl-PathSwitchConfig: This set of operations are for D2I path switching to add a new indirect path.
2) Operations for reconfigurationWithSync without sl-PathSwitchConfig: This set of procedures are for legacy HO and I2D path switching. For I2D path switching, it also includes a procedure for releasing the indirect path.
Therefore, if we want to add direct path without changing the indirect path, the above two sets of operations cannot be reused. One possible method is that we introduce a new IE included in IE reconfigurationWithSyn for direct path addition. Moreover, if we want to change the current indirect path, the configuration of another indirect path such as relay ID can be provided by this new IE; else if we want to maintain the current indirect path, this new IE will not provide the configuration of another indirect path.
So we propose:
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2.2 Considerations on Scenario 2
2.2.1 Bearer over indirect path and Split Bearer
For Scenario 1, a bearer over indirect path can be indicated by linking a PC5 Relay RLC channel to the bearer, for example, indicated by the mapping information from the SRAP configuration which maps a bearer to a PC5 Relay RLC channel. Similarly, the MP split bearer can be indicated by configuring one Uu RLC channel/entity and at least one PC5 Relay RLC channel.
[bookmark: _GoBack]However, for Scenario 2, there is a non-3GPP lower layer. Because the configuration of lower layer channels over non-3GPP link is out of the scope of 3GPP, we cannot rely on legacy method to configure the bearer over indirect path or split bearer. One possible way to configure a bearer over indirect path is that we provide an explicit indication to link a bearer to the indirect path when we add or modify the bearer’s configuration. Furthermore, if the same bearer is also configured with a Uu RLC channel/entity, it is configured as an MP split bearer.
So we propose:
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[bookmark: _Toc149233553]For Scenario 2, to set an MP split bearer over indirect path, we provide an explicit indication to link a bearer to the indirect path in addition to configuring it with a Uu RLC channel.
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We have the following proposals:
Proposal 1:	For Scenario 1, new IE included in IE reconfigurationWithSyn is introduced for direct path addition.
Proposal 2:	For Scenario 1, new IE for direct path addition included in IE reconfigurationWithSyn will include the configuration of another indirect path for direct path addition with indirect path change; and it will omit the configuration of another indirect path for maintaining the current indirect path.
Proposal 3:	For Scenario 2, to set a bearer over indirect path, we provide an explicit indication to link a bearer to the indirect path when we add or modify the configuration of MP bearer.
Proposal 4:	For Scenario 2, to set an MP split bearer over indirect path, we provide an explicit indication to link a bearer to the indirect path in addition to configuring it with a Uu RLC channel.
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