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1 Introduction
 The following list of proposals could not be treated in the last (RAN2#121) meeting due to a lack of time.
High Priority Proposals for Scenario 1
Proposal 1.7A: [HP] The network is allowed to configure SRB1 and SRB2 on same path or different paths.
Proposal 1.7B: [HP] The bearer type (i.e. direct bearer, indirect bearer, or multi-path bearer) of SRB1 and SRB2 can be independently configured by the network. 
Proposal 1.8A: [HP] The concept of the existing ‘primary path and primary RLC entity’ is adopted for each MP split bearer configuration.
Proposal 1.8B: [HP] PDCP control PDU only transmits on the primary RLC entity same as legacy.
 High Priority Proposals for Scenario 2
Proposal 2.1B: [HP] The remote UE reports relay UE’s ID to gNB for indirect path addition, when both UEs are in RRC_CONNECTED. FFS which UE ID is used as relay UE’s ID. FFS for relay UE’s serving cell information.
[bookmark: _Hlk131634207]Proposal 2.1C: [HP] RAN2 is requested to discuss whether to support more than one relationship between relay UE and remote UE. 
Proposal 2.3: [HP] RAN2 is requested to discuss whether to support indirect path change in Scenario 2
Proposal 2.4A: [HP] non-split SRB1 and 2 over indirect path is not supported in Scenario 2.
Proposal 2.4B: [HP] split SRB1 and 2 are supported in Scenario 2 and primary path of the split SRB 1 and 2 is always on direct path.
Proposal 2.6B: [HP] If UE-UE link failure is detected on indirect path in Scenario 2, the remote UE can report UE-UE link failure to gNB over direct path, based on what RAN2 will agree for Scenario 1 assuming that the corresponding procedure is agreed for Scenario 1.
[bookmark: _Hlk131686250] Easy Proposal
Proposal 3: Upon RRCReconfiguration message for indirect path addition from direct path, the remote UE sends the RRCReconfigurationComplete message to gNB via the added indirect path for both scenario 1 and 2, when split SRB1 is configured.
 Middle Priority Proposals for Scenario 1
Proposal 1.8C: [MP] Dynamic duplication (de)activation of a DRB is supported based on MAC CE on the direct path for MP split bearer with duplication. FFS whether dynamic duplication (de)activation is supported for a SRB. FFS whether to reuse the existing Duplication Activation/Deactivation MAC CE and Duplication RLC Activation/Deactivation MAC CE. FFS whether to support (de)activation on indirect path. 
Proposal 1.8D: [MP] When configuring duplication for a MP split bearer, RRC can set the state of PDCP duplication (either activated or deactivated) at the time of (re-)configuration.
Proposal 1.8E: [MP] The existing data volume threshold (i.e. ul-DataSplitThreshold) can be reused for MP split bearer.
In this contribution, we discuss the proposals above highlighted in yellow and present our views. 
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We discuss the above proposals relating to the two scenarios in different sections. 
2.1 Proposals for Scenario-1 
Control Plane Aspects:
Proposal 1.7A: [HP] The network is allowed to configure SRB1 and SRB2 on same path or different paths.
Proposal 1.7B: [HP] The bearer type (i.e. direct bearer, indirect bearer, or multi-path bearer) of SRB1 and SRB2 can be independently configured by the network. 
For P1.7A, some companies argue that this can be left to network implementation, and we need not capture any restrictions on how to configure SRB1/SRB2. From the network’s point of view, following the principles of MR-DC, CP signaling over SRB is usually configured on the most robust and reliable path. In addition, the network can deliberate at any point of time which of the two paths (i.e., direct, and indirect path) is more reliable. As a result, the network will configure all the SRBs to be transmitted on that path either the direct or indirect path. Configuring the SRB1/SRB2 on different paths with one being more reliable than the other is not a sensible configuration and there is no scenario in which such a configuration is required.   
Proposal 1 SRB1 and SRB2 are always configured on the same path.
On which bearer type should be configured for SRBs, we believe that the non-split SRBs should always be configured on the direct path. This is because the direct path will always be more robust and reliable as opposed to the indirect path. However, there are situations where the indirect path can be better for e.g., in cell-edge cases. In those scenarios, a split SRB with duplication can be configured for the UE. 
Proposal 2 Non-split SRB1/2 can only be configured over the direct path. 
Proposal 3 Split bearer SRB1/2 can only be configured with duplication on a per-SRB basis. 
User Plane Aspects:
For a multipath UE, unlike legacy procedures for UL/SL prioritization, the data carried over the UL and SL is all related to the same DRB either in the form of duplication or data split. In mode-1 scheduling, the multipath UE can request for SL resources and at the same time, the UE would also need to trigger the BSR to the gNB for request for UL resources. Although, legacy procedures for UL/SL prioritization are defined, these would lead to additional delays, issues with reordering and possible expiry of timers. Thereby leading to unnecessary retransmissions and even loss of packets. As a result, possible solutions should be studied to handle such prioritizations.  
Proposal 4 RAN2 to study the issue of UL/SL BSR prioritization with mode-1 scheduling in a multipath scenario. 
Similarly, the legacy procedures for UL/SL prioritization might not be valid here for the reasons as described above. Hence, it should also be considered for discussion. 
Proposal 5 RAN2 to study the UL/SL prioritization procedure for UP transmission in a multipath scenario. 
2.2 Proposals for Scenario-2
Proposal 2.1C: [HP] RAN2 is requested to discuss whether to support more than one relationship between relay UE and remote UE. 
Proposal 2.3: [HP] RAN2 is requested to discuss whether to support indirect path change in Scenario 2
For P2.1C, from our interpretation of the proposal, the WID only specifies two paths to the gNB one a direct path and another an indirect path. However, from P2.1C, it seems like there could be more than one indirect path to the gNB which is currently not in scope of the WID. As a result, we think it is not possible to support more than one relationship between the relay UE and remote UE.    
Proposal 6 Do not pursue the support of more than one relationship between relay UE and remote UE.
For the indirect path change in Scenario 2, we should first discuss the idea of relay UE discovery and (re-)selection. As the details of the ideal path between the UEs are out of 3GPP’s scope, the network cannot configure the discovery and (re-)selection procedures, this should be left to UE’s implementation. 
Proposal 7 In Scenario-2, relay UE discovery and (re-)selection procedures are out of 3GPP’s scope and is left to UE implementation. 
As for the indirect path change, it would be like a release and add procedure where, the remote UE can request the network to release the relay UE. Then, based on UE’s implementation, the UE can find another suitable relay UE. This information is then reported to the network for the addition of the indirect path. There cannot be a dynamic reselection or switching to other relay UEs.      
Proposal 8 In scenario-2, indirect path change is a release and add procedure. 
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Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1 SRB1 and SRB2 are always configured on the same path.
Proposal 2 Non-split SRB1/2 can only be configured over the direct path. 
Proposal 3 Split bearer SRB1/2 can only be configured with duplication on a per-SRB basis.
Proposal 4 RAN2 to study the issue of UL/SL BSR prioritization with mode-1 scheduling in a multipath scenario.
Proposal 5 RAN2 to study the UL/SL prioritization procedure for UP transmission in a multipath scenario. 
Proposal 6 Do not pursue the support of more than one relationship between relay UE and remote UE. 
Proposal 7 In Scenario-2, relay UE discovery and (re-)selection procedures are out of 3GPP’s scope and is left to UE implementation. 
Proposal 8 In scenario-2, indirect path change is a release and add procedure.
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