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[bookmark: _Ref488331639][bookmark: _Toc131757144][bookmark: _Ref178064866]Introduction
This paper will discuss the following issue discussed in O415.
	
[RIL]: O415 [Delegate]: OPPO (Bingxue) [WI]: SLrelay [Class]: 1 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: R2-24xxxx [Proposed Conclusion]: v09
[Description]: Remove of Editor’s Note.
[Proposed Change]: 
[bookmark: _Hlk159168216]Current signal structure is clear, so no further optimization is needed, and for the update operation of the relay UE, it is not needed since 1)the current QoS split towards the source remote UE is a 2-way signaling while the one-way update from the relay UE would be problematic; 2)there is no split-QoS update in L3 U2U Relay as well. So the Editor Note can be removed woth no left issue.

[Comments]:



[bookmark: _Toc131757145]Discussion 
There is an EN in the RRC specification about the QoS split signalling:
	[bookmark: _Hlk152345718]Editor's Note:	Whether this message arrangement is optimal can be discussed in maintenance. Whether to cover the case the Relay UE updates the QoS split can be discussed in maintenance.


The EN includes 2 FFS points: 1) whether to use the new signalling (as the current specification) or reuse RRCReconfigurationSL/RRCReconfigurationComplete to perform the QoS split procedure; 2) whether there is a need to update the split QoS. 
For the first issue on whether to reuse RRCReconfigurationSL/RRCReconfigurationComplete: Different from legacy Sidelink when RRCReconfigurationSidelink is always used for per-directional configurations from Tx UE to Rx UE, QoS split procedure is not a per-direction procedure from Tx to Rx UE, which means the current RRCReconfigurationSL/RRCReconfigurationComplete cannot fit well with the split-QoS procedure, which makes the specification difficult to read:
· For different UE roles/different hops, the signaling to be used and information to include are different;
· For different UE roles/different hops, the UE behavior upon the same message is different.
[bookmark: _Toc149919952][bookmark: _Toc159256937]The current RRCReconfigurationSL/RRCReconfigurationComplete procedure cannot fit well with the split-QoS procedure.
Besides, RRCReconfigurationSidelink includes other configurations, and it would be complex on the UE behavior to differentiate what a RRCReconfigurationSidelinkComplete/ RRCReconfigurationSidelinkFailure means by mixing up the QoS split procedure and legacy sidelink configuration procedure.
Therefore, it seems clearer/easier to use new signaling for the QoS split procedure in L2 U2U Relay.
[bookmark: _Toc149919966][bookmark: _Toc159256940]RAN2 confirm no optimization on the signalling structure of QoS splitting is needed.
Then for the second issue on whether the split QoS updating is needed, as discussed in O415, the current QoS split towards the source remote UE is a 2-way signaling while the one-way update from the relay UE would be problematic, e.g., the split QoS request and respond for the QoS flow towards each target remote UE should be one-to-one mapped with each other.
[bookmark: _Toc159256938]The split QoS request and respond for the QoS flow towards each target remote UE should be one-to-one mapped with each other, which means the one-way update on some of the QoS flows would be problematic.
Besides, for L3 U2U Relay, there is no split-QoS update as well, which means there is no need for the update of split QoS.
[bookmark: _Toc159256939]There is no split-QoS update in L3 U2U Relay.
[bookmark: _Toc159256941]Align with L3 U2U Relay, not pursue split-QoS update for L2 U2U Relay.
[bookmark: _Toc131757160]Conclusion
We have the following observations:
Observation 1	The current RRCReconfigurationSL/RRCReconfigurationComplete procedure cannot fit well with the split-QoS procedure.
Observation 2	The split QoS request and respond for the QoS flow towards each target remote UE should be one-to-one mapped with each other, which means the one-way update on some of the QoS flows would be problematic.
Observation 3	There is no split-QoS update in L3 U2U Relay.

We have the following proposals:
Proposal 1	RAN2 confirm no optimization on the signalling structure of QoS splitting is needed.
Proposal 2	Align with L3 U2U Relay, not pursue split-QoS update for L2 U2U Relay.
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