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1 Introduction
Last RAN3 meeting, the decision of the new path type and preference of target relay UE selection options were discussed, and we reached some agreements, as listed below [1].
[bookmark: _Hlk117598191]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.
In this contribution, we will provide our opinions on above remaining issues.
2 Discussion
In the previous two RAN3 meetings, the companies discussed which node should decide the new path type of L2 U2N relay and reached a working assumption that the source gNB selects the target path type (direct or indirect). RAN2 was also covered this topic in the offline e-mail discussion, but no further agreement was reached (Quite a few companies prefer to wait for RAN3’s progress). As stated in our previous submission, we think that the decision made by target gNB is not applicable to all cases and it breaks the traditional process. Considering the views collected in [2], there is a majority among companies for the source gNB to decide on the new path type, so it is recommended to turn this WA into agreement. 
Proposal 1: Turn the following WA into agreement: Source gNB selects the target path type (direct or indirect).
Last meeting, another left issue is to continue analyzing the following options for selection of target Relay UE:
· [bookmark: _Hlk117673934]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
The analysis of the pros and cons of the above options has been fully demonstrated in the previous meeting, One of the controversial points was which node had a better view of the candidate target relay UEs. Specifically, since  source gNB may not know the RRC state of relay UE, so so there is not enough information to make a proper decision of target relay UE, which increases chances of path switch failure. Instead, the target gNB has more knowledge on the candidate relay UEs, including the RRC state and/or the Uu measurement results of candidate relay UEs. 
It should be emphasized that RAN2 has already specified procedures in Rel-17 to allow handover to an RRC_IDLE/ACTIVE relay UE, we think that in general RRC state of candidate relay UEs need not be considered to determine the target relay UE. If a UE is not suitable as a candidate relay, it should not be reported to the source gNB via the remote UE after PC5 discover procedure. RAN2 will still investigate the corresponding problems and possible enhancement can be discussed later, as shown below.
Low priority
Proposal 12	For d2i and i2i scenarios, identify and study the issues for selecting a target U2N relay UE in RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE.
Proposal 13	RAN2 to discuss RRCReconfiguration of the source U2N relay UE during the remote UE’s path switch procedure.
Back to the relay node selection, considering that there are many situations that may cause handover failure in fact, the target node may not have much advantage in selecting relay UE compared with the source node. Moreover, it is not clear how to coordinate the case where the potential target relay UEs are under the coverage of different target gNBs, which may make interaction signaling between nodes more complex. So we think the solution based on Option 1 is simpler and sufficient.
Proposal 2: During inter-gNB path switching, source gNB selects one target Relay UE and sends the ID related information to the target gNB.
3 Conclusions
This contribution briefly analyzed the support Service Continuity Enhancements. Based on the above discussion, we propose the following:
Proposal 1: Turn the following WA into agreement: Source gNB selects the target path type (direct or indirect).
Proposal 2: During inter-gNB path switching, source gNB selects one target Relay UE and sends the ID related information to the target gNB.
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