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1	Introduction
Last RAN3 meeting agreed:
WA: Source gNB selects the target path type (direct or indirect)
For direct/indirect to indirect path switching, enhance Xn: HANDOVER REQUEST to include at least the Remote UE L2 ID and Relay UE L2 ID. FFS whether to include a single Target Relay L2 ID or a list of Target candidate Relay L2 IDs.
For inter-gNB path switching scenarios, RAN3 should specify mechanisms to support service continuity for L2 U2N relays in NG based handovers as well after supporting service continuity for L2 U2N relays in Xn based handovers, If there is some conclusion from SA2, and then to support NG based HO.
WA: During inter-gNB path switching, source gNB can signal the serving cell of the relay UE to target gNB via existing IE Target Cell Global ID.
This contribution provides analysis on above aspects.
2	Discussion
The major issue is to decide which gNB select the target Relay UE. Three options were discussed in last meeting:
· Option 1: source gNB selects one target Relay UE and sends the ID related information to the target gNB
· Option 2: source gNB sends a list of candidate target Relay UE information to the target gNB for selection
· Option 3: source gNB provides also the measurement information of Remote UE to the target gNB for selection of target Relay UE

There are two aspects that are related: 
· which gNB decides the path type in target gNB
· which gNB selects the target Relay-UE in case target path is indirect path

Last meeting agreed WA: Source gNB selects the target path type (direct or indirect)
Source gNB first decide whether use direct path or indirect path in target gNB. The determination is mainly based on the measurement report from the remote UE. Depends on the target Relay UE selection, two different options:
· case 1: source gNB determine the path type, and source gNB also determine the target relay UE. 
· case 2: source gNB determine the path type, but target gNB determine the target relay UE. 
Case 2 may be argued to gives more freedom, and target gNB may have better information to determine target relay UE. However, the more freedom the target gNB is given to select the path type or target relay UE, the more information needs to be exchanged between source and target gNB. In addition, Case 2 may split the decision in both source gNB and target gNB. 
This will also be different to normal inter-gNB handover that source gNB provide the target cell information in the handover signaling. In normal inter-gNB handover, the source gNB does not have the full knowledge of the target cell, e.g. real-time load of the target cell, load of target gNB-DU, etc. 
In this case, even the source gNB may select an “inappropriate target Relay-UE”, target gNB can still make the adjustment after it becomes the new serving gNB for the UE. There may be no strong motivation for target gNB to make the decision during the handover procedure. 
In legacy (i.e. direct to direct) handover, source gNB select the target cell, and source gNB may not know all information of target cell/DU (e.g. whether target gNB-DU is overloaded). So We prefer to keep the same principle as legacy handover. Option 2 and Option 3 can be considered as further optimization. 
Proposal 1: adopt Option 1 as baseline procedure. Option 2 and Option 3 can be considered as further optimization. 
The UE can also be handover to target gNB via NG-HO, e.g. due to the change of AMF, or no Xn between the source gNB and target gNB. We think the service continuity in NG-HO should be supported. Also, the required change to NG is only to convey the Remote UE L2 ID and Relay UE ID to target gNB, so the impact to NGAP is very limited. 
To minimize the impact to the AMF, the Remote UE L2 ID and Relay UE L2 ID can be added in the Source NG-RAN Node to Target NG-RAN Node Transparent Container IE.
Proposal 2: add the Remote UE L2 ID and Relay UE L2 ID in the NGAP Source NG-RAN Node to Target NG-RAN Node Transparent Container IE. 
3	Conclusion
In this contribution, we briefly analyzed the support Service Continuity Enhancements. Our proposals are:
Proposal 1: adopt Option 1 as baseline procedure. Option 2 and Option 3 can be considered as further optimization. 
Proposal 2: add the Remote UE L2 ID and Relay UE L2 ID in the NGAP Source NG-RAN Node to Target NG-RAN Node Transparent Container IE. 
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