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1. Introduction
In last meeting, RAN1 discussed whether and how to include the RAN2 TP R2-2208815 into TR 37.985 based on the RAN2 LS R2-2209208, however they did not achieve consensus on an acceptable way of handing the TP due to diverse companies’ views, as indicated in the reply LS in R1-2210494.
In this contribution, we would give a brief summary of the RAN1 situation and the RAN2 discussion in history and propose the way-forward on this issue.
2. Discussion
2.1 RAN2 discussion history
In RAN2 #118-e meeting, it was proposed to introduce Rel-17 sidelink relay and discovery in TR 37.985 in R2-2204800. During the discussion, companies expressed the views that R17 SL relay is not so related to V2X, and there may be problems to support V2X by Relay from upper layer perspective based on the current SA2 TS for Relay/ProSe. Thus majority tended to believe it is not necessary to include Rel-17 SL relay into the TR which is specific to V2X services. In addition, companies also pointed out the TR is not listed as an impacted specifications in WID. 
In RAN2 #119-e meeting, the TP was resubmitted in R2-2207201 and discussed in offline #415. Although there were still concerns raised, the majority agreed to endorse the TP in RAN2, and ask RAN1 to decide whether to merge the TP as the TR 37.985 is edited by RAN1. Therefore, the TP was endorsed in R2-2208815, and the LS was approved in R2-2209208.
Observation 1: There is no consensus in RAN2 whether the TP for Rel-17 SL relay and discovery can be included in TR 37.985.
2.2 RAN1 discussion 
In RAN1 #110bis-e meeting, there were 3 rounds of discussion conducted for RAN2 LS [1]. During the first round discussion, to the question of whether support inclusion of the TP into TR 37.985, the views were half-half split. And there were no clear technical arguments whether SL relay and discovery can be supported by V2X or vice versa. In order to make progress, the moderator suggested to adopt the text suggested by companies (i.e. Sidelink relay and sidelink discovery features have also been specified. Although developed originally as generic sidelink features, they may also be of relevance to some V2X use cases.) as the compromise. That is why in the second round discussion, the moderator provided two versions of TP and asked if they are acceptable. The first version includes the additional text and editorially updated RAN2 TP, while the second version is only the additional text. However, there were objections to both potential ways ahead, thus neither version can be pursued. In the end, the reply LS was draft indicating no consensus in RAN1 on the inclusion of the TP, and it is up to RAN2 to decide the next actions e.g. consulting with SA2.
Observation 2: There is no consensus in RAN1 whether the RAN2 TP for Rel-17 SL relay and discovery can be merged into TR 37.985.

2.3 Potential RAN2 way-forwards
According to the discussion in RAN1 and RAN2 previous meetings, we observe all the potential way-outs have been proposed and discussed. Especially in RAN1 the TR editor offered several versions of the TPs taking into account of companies’ views and tried to have an acceptable version to be merged into the TR. Unfortunately, there seems no middle ground between the two sides. 
Now the issue is send back to RAN2, the potential next RAN2 action could be sending LS to SA2 to consult on this issue as mentioned in RAN1 LS. However, we understand in SA2 the Rel-17 topics have been completed for a while, and this aspect has not been explicitly discussed ever. Therefore we do not think SA2 can give us a clear view on this easily. Then the situation would be same, i.e. there are no strong technical reasons to convince the other side whether the SL relay and discovery have to be included in TR 37.985 or not. In this sense, we do not see much value to send LS to SA2, which may just add extra work on SA2 without good reasons. Considering all above, we think it is time to stop this discussion and make final conclusion in RAN2 for Rel-17.
Observation 3: Rel-17 has been completed in SA2 for a while, and there was no technical discussion on related aspects in SA2.
Proposal: Do not pursue the inclusion of SL relay and discovery to TR 37.985 in Rel-17.
3. Conclusion
Regarding how to handle the RAN2 TP of introducing SL relay and discovery to TR 37.985, following observation and proposals are given:
Observation 1: There is no consensus in RAN2 whether the TP for Rel-17 SL relay and discovery can be included in TR 37.985.
Observation 2: There is no consensus in RAN1 whether the RAN2 TP for Rel-17 SL relay and discovery can be merged into TR 37.985.
Observation 3: Rel-17 has been completed in SA2 for a while, and there was no technical discussion on related aspects in SA2.
Proposal: Do not pursue the inclusion of SL relay and discovery to TR 37.985 in Rel-17.
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