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1. Overall Description:

CT1 discussed the NAS aspects of the ProSe direct discovery for public safety use and seeks feedback from RAN2.

TS 23.303 subclause 4.6.4.3 and subclause 4.5.1.1.2.3.2 define several information elements to be included in messages sent over PC5_D reference point. As some of those information elements - namely Radio Layer Information and Layer-2 Discovery Group ID - are layer-2 information, CT1 seeks RAN2 view on definition and size of those information elements and on their usage.

CT1 also took a note of RAN2 agreement enabling eNodeB to provide information associated to the UE-to-network relay operation when the UE is in E-UTRAN coverage ("If the eNB doesn’t broadcast any information associated to relay operation then relay operation is not supported."). However, CT1 was not sure whether eNodeB can provide a similar information associated to the group member discovery operation when the UE is in E-UTRAN coverage.

CT1 was also not sure whether RRC layer needs to know whether a resource being requested is for the ProSe direct discovery for public safety use and if so, for which operation.

CT1 was also not sure whether RRC layer needs to know whether a particular message sent over PC5_D reference point is for the ProSe direct discovery for public safety use and if so, for which operation.

2. Actions:

To RAN2 group.

ACTION: 
CT1 kindly asks RAN2 to answer the following questions:

Question 1: CT1 agreed that length of the Radio Layer Information will be fixed. Does RAN2 have any view on number of bits needed for the Radio Layer Information?

Question 2: CT1 assumes that structure of the Radio Layer Information will be defined in a RAN2 document, and that TS 24.334 will refer to that RAN2 document. Does RAN2 agree with CT1 assumption?

Question 3: CT1 assumes that the Radio Layer Information will be used as follows: 
-
TS 24.334 layer provides to access-stratum layer an unordered list of the discovered UE-to-network relays (including the ProSe Relay UE ID and the Radio Layer Information for each discovered UE-to-network relay); and
-
access-stratum layer orders the list of the UE-to-network relays according to any criteria specified by RAN2, and provides to TS 24.334 layer an ordered list of the UE-to-network relays. The first item in the ordered list of the UE-to-network relays is the most suitable (from radio point of view) UE-to-network relay.
Does RAN2 agree with CT1 assumption?

Question 4: CT1 agreed that length of the Layer-2 Discovery Group ID will be fixed. CT1 assumes that length of Layer-2 Discovery Group ID is the same as length of ProSe Layer-2 Group ID. Does RAN2 have any view on number of bits needed for the Layer-2 Discovery Group ID?

Question 5: When the UE is in E-UTRAN coverage, is it defined that eNodeB can provide information associated to the group member discovery operation such that when this information is not provided by eNodeB, the group member discovery operation is not supported?

Question 6: Does RRC layer need to know whether an RRC connection setup is triggered by a message for the ProSe direct discovery for public safety use, and if so, whether it is triggered by a message for the UE-to-network relay or a message for the group member discovery?

Question 7: Does RRC layer need to know whether a message sent over PC5-D reference point is for the ProSe direct discovery for public safety use, and if so, whether it is a message for the UE-to-network relay or a message for the group member discovery? 
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