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1 Introduction
As per the chairlady’s guidance on providing a list of open issues, the rapporteur has provided a list as shown below:
	Clause number
	Open Issue

	NOTE about RLC entity in N3C interface in section 5.10 & 6.1.3.32
	Regarding whether to explicitly describe the Scenario 2 w/o using “RLC entity” name,  this can be further discussed. Companies may bring CR to modify the NOTE or introduce additional normative text, if needed. 



In this contribution, we address this open issue and provide our view. 
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2 Discussion
2.1 Open Issues 
The NOTE as described in the introduction is as follows:
NOTE:	How to identify "associated RLC entity" or equivalent entity in N3C interface for a DRB configured in Multi-path U2N N3C relay is out of scope of 3GPP.
Given that the protocol stack of N3C path below the PDCP-layer of the L2 U2N Remote UE and the L2 U2N Relay UE is out-of-scope of 3GPP as it is considered an ideal-link, it would be difficult to describe the associated RLC entity in this scenario and especially no normative text should be added to describe the same. 
Proposal 1 [bookmark: _Ref159192160]No normative text should be added to describe the “associated RLC entities” for MP N3C relays. 
On keeping with the NOTE, one way to describe the notion of associated RLC entities in a Multipath U2N N3C relay scenario is to consider the corresponding Uu-RLC entity of the N3C relay UE as the “other” RLC entity. However, from a specification perspective, we do consider the MP N3C remote UE and the MP N3C relay UE as two separate UEs. As a result, it might not be appropriate to correlate the RLC entities of the MP N3C remote UE and MP N3C relay UE. 
Proposal 2 [bookmark: _Ref146820260]Keep the current NOTE on identifying the associated RLC entities. 
In the abbreviation section, MP referring to multi-path has been included however never used in the document. Hence, this can be removed. 
Proposal 3 [bookmark: _Ref159192229]Remove the “MP” abbreviation. This can be a part of the rapporteur’s CR. 

[bookmark: _Toc70424553][bookmark: _Ref189046994]3 Conclusion
Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
	Proposal 1 
	No normative text should be added to describe the “associated RLC entities” for MP N3C relays.

	Proposal 2
	Keep the current NOTE on identifying the associated RLC entities.

	Proposal 3
	Remove the “MP” abbreviation. This can be a part of the rapporteur's CR.
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