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Comments collection if any
	Company
	Comments

	ZTE
	Firstly, since there is no sidelink DRBs between L2 U2U remote UE and L2 U2U Relay UE, we support that “L2 U2U Relay UE” should be removed.

While we think “peer L2 U2U Remote UE” should be kept to distinguish from “peer UE”. That is, “peer UE” used for legacy direct SL only.   

As we can see below, for the “peer UE” in the first three bullets, it is ok to be used for both legacy direct SL and indirect SL (U2U). But for the “peer UE” in other bullets, it could only used for legacy direct SL, as SL CA / SL measurement and report / SL DRX are only supported for legacy direct SL.  Then, there is misalignment for the usage of “peer UE”, i.e. “peer UE” in the first three bullets are used for both legacy direct SL and indirect SL (U2U) , while used for legacy direct SL only in other bullets.  This will also cause confusion.

[Rapp reply]
Thanks for your comment. For you raised SL CA issue, it was discussed in the online session but without enough support, the below notes is for your reference:
 SHAPE  \* MERGEFORMAT 



Under the current situation, I will keep the current shape of dratf CR and see if there is any comments from other companies. Thanks for your understanding. 
So we suggest to distinguish “peer UE” used for legacy direct SL only and “peer L2 U2U Remote UE” in L2 U2U relay operation.  Correspondingly, “peer L2 U2U Remote UE” should also be added in the third bullet for SL DRBs modification.  The suggested changes are shown below.
The UE may initiate the sidelink RRC reconfiguration procedure and perform the operation in clause 5.8.9.1.2 on the corresponding PC5-RRC connection in following cases:

-
the release of sidelink DRBs associated with the peer UE, or L2 U2U Relay UE and peer L2 U2U Remote UE in case of L2 U2U Relay operation, as specified in clause 5.8.9.1a.1;

-
the establishment of sidelink DRBs associated with the peer UE, or L2 U2U Relay UE and peer L2 U2U Remote UE in case of L2 U2U Relay operation, as specified in clause 5.8.9.1a.2;

-
the modification for the parameters included in SLRB-Config of sidelink DRBs associated with the peer UE or peer L2 U2U Remote UE in case of L2 U2U Relay operation, as specified in clause 5.8.9.1a.2;

-
the release of additional sidelink RLC bearer associated with the peer UE, as specified in clause 5.8.9.1a.5;

-
the establishment of additional sidelink RLC bearer associated with the peer UE, as specified in clause 5.8.9.1a.6;

-
the modification for the parameters included in SL-RLC-BearerConfig of additional sidelink RLC bearer associated with the peer UE, as specified in clause 5.8.9.1a.6;

-
the release of PC5 Relay RLC channels for L2 U2N/U2U Relay UE and Remote UE, as specified in clause 5.8.9.7.1;

-
the establishment of PC5 Relay RLC channels for L2 U2N/U2U Relay UE and Remote UE, as specified in clause 5.8.9.7.2;

-
the modification for the parameters included in SL-RLC-ChannelConfigPC5 of PC5 Relay RLC channels for L2 U2N/U2U Relay UE and Remote UE, as specified in clause 5.8.9.7.2;

-
the release of sidelink carrier associated with the peer UE, as specified in clause 5.8.9.1b.1;

-
the addition of sidelink carrier associated with the peer UE, as specified in clause 5.8.9.1b.2;

-
the (re-)configuration of the peer UE to perform NR sidelink measurement and report.

-
the (re-)configuration of the sidelink CSI reference signal resources and CSI reporting latency bound;

-
the (re-)configuration of the peer UE to perform sidelink DRX;

-
the (re-)configuration of the latency bound of SL Inter-UE coordination report;

-
the (re-)configuration of the local UE ID pair for L2 U2U Remote UE and its peer L2 U2U Remote UE by L2 U2U Relay UE.

-
the response to the request in a RemoteUEInformationSidelink message for the SFN-DFN offset from the L2 U2N Remote UE;

-
the change in the value of the SFN-DFN offset at the L2 U2N Relay UE.

NOTE:
It is up to L2 U2N Relay UE implementation to determine when the SFN-DFN offset has changed in value to a degree requiring an update to be sent to the L2 U2N Remote UE.

	Samsung
	Currently, in the SRAP spec, we refer specifically to the peer U2U Remote UE, distinguishing it from the peer UE concept of legacy SL. Therefore, it may be good to keep this distinction in the RRC spec as well – otherwise, if the concept of peer UE were to subsume the concept of peer U2U Remote UE, we would need to change the SRAP spec as well? We also note that names of configuration parameters in the RRC spec also use the peer Remote UE concept.

We further think that proposal from ZTE (and rapporteur) to remove the ‘Relay UE’ makes sense, for reasons ZTE listed, but also because the Relay UE is in our view covered by the peer UE concept (which we believe was the original intention of the rapporteur anyway, and which we support).

[Rapp reply]

Thanks for your comment. As we mentioned in our contribution, the target of this CR is to align the meaning of Peer UE in the 331. Hence, from logical point of view, both the draft CR and the ZTE raised issue can achieve the same goal. To push forward, ZTE’s raised change is adopt in the final CR. 


	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Discussion:


OPPO are not sure that there is a problem with the current text.


Samsung think option 2 is agreeable.


ZTE think “peer UE” should refer only to direct PC5 interface connection; otherwise they understand that we would have unwanted effects on other features like CA.


NEC note that we have not discussed whether relays would support CA, but we deleted the text that said it would not, so they think we do not need to indicate it explicitly here or change the terminology.


Huawei do not see a relation to CA.











