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1. [bookmark: _Ref7144][bookmark: OLE_LINK13][bookmark: OLE_LINK14]Introduction
The following offline discussion is triggered to mainly discuss these contributions as follows:
· [AT120][410][Relay] Rel-17 relay stage 2 CRs (vivo)
	Scope: Check the CRs in R2-2211672 / R2-2211806 / R2-2211900 / R2-2212067 and merge agreeable ones.
	Intended outcome: Agreed CR (by email if possible)
	Deadline: Thursday 2022-11-17 1800
[bookmark: _Hlk72841094]Phase 1: The Rapporteur kindly requests companies to provide feedback on the questionnaire by 2022-10-16 1200 UTC.
Phase 2: The Rapporteur kindly requests companies to provide feedback on the agreeable CRs, by 2022-10-17 1200 UTC.
Contact Points
	Company
	Name
	Email Address

	vivo
	Boubacar Kimba
	kimba@vivo.com

	Xiaomi
	Xing Yang
	Yangxing1@xiaomi.com

	OPPO
	Boyuan Zhang
	zhangboyuan@oppo.com

	Lenovo
	Lianhai Wu
	Wulh5@Lenovo.com

	CATT
	Hao Xu
	xuhao@catt.cn

	Qualcomm
	Karthika Paladugu
	kpaladug@qti.qualcomm.com

	Sharp
	Chongming Zhang
	Chongming.zhang@cn.sharp-world.com

	Nokia
	Gyorgy Wolfner
	gyorgy.wolfner@nokia.com

	Samsung
	Milos Tesanovic
	m.tesanovic@samsung.com

	ZTE
	Mengzhen Wang
	Wang.mengzhen@zte.com.cn

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Jagdeep Singh
	jagdeep.singh6@huawei.com

	Apple
	Agree
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


 
2. Discussion
2.1. CR to 37.340
2.1.1 The 1st change in R2-2211672
Reason for change: RAN2#119e meeting has agreed to align the definition of NR sidelink terminologies “NR sidelink communication” and “NR sidelink discovery” among the specifications 38.331, 38.321 and 38.300. The corresponding agreement is shown as follows. As the definition of those terminologies are also used in the Stage 2 TS 37.340, they should be aligned based on the RAN2 agreements.
Agreements
Proposal 1	Align the terminology definition 38.331/38.321/38.300 as follow:
	1) NR sidelink communication: AS functionality enabling at least V2X Communication as defined in TS 23.287 [19] and ProSe communication (including ProSe non-Relay and UE-to-Network Relay communication) as defined in TS 23.304 [26], between two or more nearby UEs, using NR technology but not traversing any network node.
	2) NR sidelink discovery: AS functionality enabling ProSe non-Relay Discovery and ProSe UE-to-Network Relay discovery for Proximity based Services as defined in TS 23.304 [65] between two or more nearby UEs, using NR technology but not traversing any network node.
Proposal 2	Adopt the definition in 38.321: NR sidelink transmission: Any NR Sidelink-based transmission, including both transmission for NR sidelink discovery and transmission for NR sidelink communication).
Proposed change: In clause 3.1, align NR sidelink terminologies “NR sidelink communication” and “NR sidelink discovery” definitions with specifications 38.331/38.300.
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Q1: Do companies agree with the 1st change as proposed in R2-2211672?
	Company
	Agree/Not-agree
	Comment

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Sharp
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	Proponent.

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	Samsung
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree 
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	


Summary: 
All Companies agree with the 1st change as proposed in R2-2211672
Proposal 1a: the 1st change as proposed in R2-2211672 is agreed
2.1.2 The 2nd change in R2-2211672
Reason for change: Sidelink based U2N Relay including NR sidelink discovery is supported only in SA architecture. Therefore, some clarification should be made for NR sidelink discovery in the section for Sidelink.
Proposed change: In clause 13.2, clarify that NR sidelink discovery is not supported in MR-DC.
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Q2: Do companies agree with the 2nd change as proposed in R2-2211672?
	Company
	Agree/Not-agree
	Comment

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Sharp
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	Proponent.

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	Samsung
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree 
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	


Summary: 
All companies agree with the 2nd change as proposed in R2-2211672?
Proposal 1b: the 2nd change as proposed in R2-2211672 is agreed

2.2.	CR to 38.300
2.2.1. The change in R2-2211806 and the 1st change in R2-2211900
It is noted that both of the change in R2-2211806 and the 2nd change in R2-2211900 are related to descriptions of the SRAP functionality, so the rapporteur would suggest to discuss them all together in one place.
Reason for change: Currently, in sub-clause 16.12.2.1, the Uu SRAP sublayer performs UL bearer mapping between ingress PC5 Relay RLC channels for relaying and egress Uu Relay RLC channels over the L2 U2N Relay UE Uu interface. Besides, the PC5 SRAP sublayer at the L2 U2N Relay UE performs DL bearer mapping between ingress Uu Relay RLC channels and egress PC5 Relay RLC channels. However, according to the current RRC spec, a L2 U2N relay UE is configured with the following bearer mapping configuration.
SL-MappingToAddMod-r17 ::=              SEQUENCE {
    sl-RemoteUE-RB-Identity-r17             SL-RemoteUE-RB-Identity-r17,
    sl-EgressRLC-ChannelUu-r17              Uu-RelayRLC-ChannelID-r17                                        OPTIONAL, -- Cond L2RelayUE
    sl-EgressRLC-ChannelPC5-r17             SL-RLC-ChannelID-r17                                             OPTIONAL, -- Need N
    ...
}
It is clear that the SRAP bearer mappings are between Remote UE RBs and egress Uu Relay RLC channels (for uplink) as well as between Remote UE RBs and egress PC5 Relay RLC channels (for downlink). Therefore, the SRAP bearer mappings in TS38.300 should be corrected to align with the bearer mapping configuration in TS38.331.
Proposed change: In sub-clause 16.12.2.1, the statements of related SRAP bearer mapping were modified.
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Q3: Do companies agree with the change as proposed in R2-2211806?
	Company
	Agree/Not-agree
	Comment

	Xiaomi
	Comment
	If the change is agreed, remaining ‘egress’ in the sentence should also be deleted.

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Not-agree
	We think the stage 2 spec is clear as the SRAP layer mapping is for RLC channels only based on the bearer ID. And, the concern on RB to RLC channel mapping is covered in SRAP spec details already.

	Sharp
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	Samsung
	Not-agree
	This change is not correct in our view. At the Relay UE, SRAP does map from ingress to egress channels, as per the current spec text. (At the Remote UE, mapping is from UE bearers to egress channels, again as per the current spec.)

	ZTE
	Agree 
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	

	Apple
	agree
	


Summary: 
9 companies agree with the change as proposed in R2-2211806
2 companies do not agree with the change as proposed in R2-2211806
1 company makes some minor requirement to the as proposed in R2-2211806 as “‘egress’ in the sentence to be deleted.”
As majority companies agree with the change as proposed in R2-2211806, Rapporteur proposes to proceed with the change as proposed in R2-2211806.
Proposal 2: The change as proposed in R2-2211806is agreed.

Reason for change: According to TS 38.351, On the U2N Relay UE, the SRAP sublayer contains one SRAP entity at Uu interface and a separate collocated SRAP entity at the PC5 interface. On the U2N Remote UE, the SRAP sublayer contains only one SRAP entity at the PC5 interface. So, Uu SRAP sublayer and PC5 SRAP sublayer are not exactly correct. It is better to say the SRAP sublayer is at U2N relay UE or U2N remote UE or gNB.
Proposed change: In clause 16.12.2.1, Change ‘Uu SRAP sublayer’ to ‘SRAP sublayer’. Change ‘PC5 SRAP sublayer’ to ‘SRAP sublayer’. Add ‘at L2 U2N Relay UE’ and ‘at gNB’.
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Q4: Do companies agree with the 1st change as proposed in R2-2211900?
	Company
	Agree/Not-agree
	Comment

	Xiaomi
	Not-agree
	We think current text is more comprehensive.

	OPPO
	No
	Current text is clear enough

	Lenovo
	No
	Current spec is easy to understand.

	CATT
	Not-agree
	The original version is more preferred to us.

	Qualcomm
	Not-agree
	Current text is clear 

	Sharp
	No
	Current text is clear

	vivo
	Not-agree
	Share same view as above.

	Nokia
	Neutral
	Acceptable, but not necessary

	Samsung
	No strong view
	We agree there with the proposers that there is a mismatch between 38.300 and 38.351, but there may be no danger of misunderstanding. OK to agree this but also OK to go with majority.

	ZTE
	Agree
	Proponent. For SL experts, the current text may be easy to understand. But according to SRAP spec, actually the statement is not exactly correct and may cause confusion. So, the modification is needed.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Not Agree
	Current text seems clear enough

	Apple
	Agree
	


Summary: 
10 companies do not agree with the 1st change as proposed in R2-2211900?
One company has no strong view and one company has neutral position.
Proposal 3a: The 1st change as proposed in R2-2211900 in NOT pursued.

2.2.2. The 2nd change and 3rd change in R2-2211900
It is noted that both of the 2nd change and 3rd change in R2-2211900 are related to descriptions of Paging for L2 U2N relay, so the rapporteur would suggest to discuss them all together in one place.
Reason for change: According to the agreement: ‘When L2 Relay UE in RRC CONNECTED and L2 Remote UE(s) in RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE, the Relay UE can monitor PO of its PC5-RRC connected Remote UE(s) if the active DL BWP of Relay UE is configured with common CORESET and common search space.’, the statement ‘coreset’ in clause 16.12.5.6 should be ‘common coreset’. Otherwise, it is not clear the whether it is common CORESET or UE specifically CORESET.
Proposed change: Add ‘common’ in clause 16.12.5.6. 3.
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Q5: Do companies agree with the 2nd change as proposed in R2-2211900?
	Company
	Agree/Not-agree
	Comment

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Sharp
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	Samsung
	Not-agree
	We understand that current wording is not correct, but we propose not to mention “CORESET”. The revised text can instead be ‘...if the active DL BWP of the L2 U2N Relay UE is configured with paging search space;’

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	


Summary: 
10 companies agreed with the 2nd change as proposed in R2-2211900
One company, Samsung, does not agree.
[bookmark: _GoBack]As majority off companies do not have any problem with change. Rapporteur would like to ptoceed with the change and expect Samsung would accept the current the change proposal as compromise.
Proposal 3b: The 2nd change as proposed in R2-2211900 is agreed.

Reason for change: In clause 16.12.5.6, Uu specific DRX cycle configured by upper layer is optional. Suggest to add “if” in the brackets.
Proposed change: Add ‘if’ in clause 16.12.5.6.
[image: ]
Q6: Do companies agree with the 3rd change as proposed in R2-2211900?
	Company
	Agree/Not-agree
	Comment

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Sharp
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	Samsung
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	


Summary: 
All companies agreed with the 3rd change as proposed in R2-2211900
Proposal 3c: The 3rd change as proposed in R2-2211900 is agreed.

2.2.3. The 4th change in R2-2211900
Reason for change: In clause 16.9.2.2, for the definition of SCCH, it does not include the SL discovery (SL-SRB4) as part of SCCH.
Proposed change: In clause 16.9.2.2, for SCCH, add “and NR sidelink discovery messages”.
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Q7: Do companies agree with the 4th change as proposed in R2-2211900?
	Company
	Agree/Not-agree
	Comment

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Sharp
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	Samsung
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	


Summary: 
All companies agreed with the 4th change as proposed in R2-2211900
Proposal 3d: The 4th change as proposed in R2-2211900 is agreed.

2.2.4. The 1st change in R2-2212067
Reason for change: Upon receiving the NotificationMessageSidelink, the U2N Remote UE shall initiate the RRC connection re-establishment procedure if T301 is not running. UE shal perform the actions upon going to RRC_IDLE upon receiption of NotificationMessageSidelink indicating relayUE-HO or relayUE-CellReselection if T301 is running. However, only the former is mentioned in 16.12.5.2 of TS38.300.
Proposed change: In section 16.12.5.2, ‘or going to RRC_IDLE’ is added.
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Q8: Do companies agree with the 1st change in R2-2212067?
	Company
	Agree/Not-agree
	Comment

	Xiaomi
	Not-agree
	We prefer to rely on stage 3 spec for such detail procedure. 

	OPPO
	not-agree
	For the T301 running case, the ‘going into IDLE’ is not ‘triggered’ by notification message, but just that the notification message is ignored.
[Lenovo] You may misunderstand the current specification. In 5.3.7.7 for reestablishment procedure, upon receiption of NotificationMessageSidelink indicating relayUE-HO or relayUE-CellReselection, the remote UE shall perform the actions upon going to RRC_IDLE. ‘ignored the notification message’ is associated with T304.

	Lenovo
	Agree
	Proponent

	CATT
	Not-agree
	There is no agreement that UE shall perform the actions upon going to RRC_IDLE upon receiption of NotificationMessageSidelink indicating relayUE-HO or relayUE-CellReselection if T301 is running.
In the above case, the remote UE can still wait the T301 expiry and then going into IDLE, right?

	Qualcomm
	Not-agree
	We do not see a need to change the stage 2 spec, as Stage 3 spec has already captured the behavior on when Remote UE goes to RRC_IDLE for different conditions appropriately.

	Sharp
	No
	No change is needed in the stage 2 spec.

	vivo
	Not-agree
	Current text said the UE *may*  trigger RRC connection re-establishment procedure,  we think it’s enough for the Stage 2 description.

	Nokia
	Acceptable
	We think that the UE may go to IDLE, but we think it is not necessary to spell out all details of stage 3 in stage 2.

	Samsung
	Not-agree
	Same view as Xiaomi

	ZTE
	Not-agree
	RAN2 has achieved agreement in RAN2 #119-e: Proposal 13 (modified): Clarify in spec, upon reception of NotificationMessageSidelink, for CONNECTED Remote UE, if T301 is running, apply 5.3.7.7 to stop T301, and initiate RRC reestablishment.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Not-agree
	Same view as Xiaomi

	Apple
	No strong view
	


Summary: 
9 companies do not agree with the 1st change as proposed in R2-2212067?
One company think the change is Acceptable.
One company has no strong view
Proposal 4a: The 1st change as proposed in R2-2212067 in NOT pursued.

2.2.5. The 2nd change in R2-2212067
Reason for change: It was agreed for Rel-17 that SL CG type-1 (if configured) can be used for Non-relay discovery transmission. Therefore, the restrict of ‘for NR sidelink communication only’ in 16.9.4.2 can be removed.
Proposed change: In section 16.9.4.2, ‘(for NR sidelink communication only)’ is removed.
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Q9: Do companies agree with the 2nd change in R2-2212067?
	Company
	Agree/Not-agree
	Comment

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	Proponent

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Sharp
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	Samsung
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	


Summary: 
All companies agreed with the 2nd change as proposed in R2-2212067
Proposal 3b: The 2nd change as proposed in R2-2212067is agreed.

3. Conclusion
The summary concludes with the following proposals:
Proposal 1a: the 1st change as proposed in R2-2211672 is agreed
Proposal 1b: the 2nd change as proposed in R2-2211672 is agreed
Proposal 2: The change as proposed in R2-2211806is agreed.
Proposal 3a: The 1st change as proposed in R2-2211900 in NOT pursued.
Proposal 3b: The 2nd change as proposed in R2-2211900 is agreed.
Proposal 3c: The 3rd change as proposed in R2-2211900 is agreed.
Proposal 3d: The 4th change as proposed in R2-2211900 is agreed.
Proposal 4a: The 1st change as proposed in R2-2212067 in NOT pursued.
Proposal 3b: The 2nd change as proposed in R2-2212067is agreed.

4. Reference
1. R2-2211672	Correction to TS 37.340 on Sidelink based U2N Relay	vivo	CR	Rel-17	37.340	17.2.0	0351	-	F	NR_SL_relay-Core
1. R2-2211806	Corrections on SRAP bearer mapping	ASUSTeK	CR	Rel-17	38.300	17.2.0	0580	-	F	NR_SL_relay-Core
1. R2-2211900	Corrections to TS 38.300 for SL relay	ZTE, Sanechips, Apple	CR	Rel-17	38.300	17.2.0	0582	-	F	NR_SL_relay-Core
1. R2-2212067	Corrections for sideling relay in stage 2 specification	Lenovo Information Technology	CR	Rel-17	38.300	17.2.0	0584	-	F	NR_SL_relay-Core
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*13.2 - Sidelink.

NR Sidelink-Communication aad, V2X Sidelink Communication and NR Sidelink Discovery cannot be configured-in
MR-DCin this release.
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For L2 U2N Relay, for uplink:

-~ The Uy SRAP sublayer performs UL bearer mapping between L2 U2N Remote UE end
Bearersingress PCS Relay-RLC-channels-for relaying and egress Uy Relay RLC-channels o

Relay UE U interface. For uplink relaying traffic, the different end-to-end Uy Radio Bearers (SRBs-or DRBs)
of the same L2 U2N Remote UE and/or different L2 U2N Remote UEs-can be multiplexed over the same egress
Un Relay RLC-channel; «

--+ The Uy SRAP sublayer supports L2 U2N Remote UE identification for the UL traffic. The identity information
of L2-U2N Remote UE end-to-end Uy Radio Bearer and-a local Remote UE ID are included-in the Uy SRAP
‘header at UL in-order for gNB to correlate the received packets for the specific PDCP-entity associated with the
right end-to-end U Radio Bearer of the L2 U2N Remote UE;

-~ The PC5 SRAP sublayer at the L2 U2N Remote UE supports UL bearer mapping between L2 U2N Remote UE
end-to-end Uy Radio Bearers and egress PCS Relay RLC channels.

ForL2 U2N Relay, for downlink:

--+ The Uy SRAP sublayer performs DL bearer mapping at gNB to map-end-to-end Uy Radio Bearer (SRB, DRB)
of L2-U2N Remote UE into U Relay RLC channel. The Uu SRAP-sublayer performs DL bearer mapping and
data multiplexing between multiple end-to-end Radio Bearers (SRBs or DRBs) of a L2 U2N Remote UE and/or
different L2 U2N Remote UEs and one Uy Relay RLC channel over the L2 U2N Relay UE U interface; «

- The Uy SRAP sublayer supports L2 U2N Remote UE identification for DL traffic. The identity information of
L2 U2N Remote UE end-to-end Uy Radio Bearer and a local Remote UE ID-are included into the Uy SRAP
‘header by the gNB at DL for the L2 U2N Relay UE to-enable DL bearer mapping between ingress U Relay
RLC channelsand egress PC5 Relay RLC-channel; «

--+ The PC5 SRAP sublayer at the L2 U2N Relay UE performs DL bearer mapping between L2 U2N Remote UE

nd Uy Radio Bearersingress-Un-Relay RLC-channels and-egress PC5 Relay RLC channels; «

--+ The PC5 SRAP sublayer at the L2 U2N Remote UE correlates the received packets with the right PDCP entity
associated with the given end-to-end Radio Bearer of the L2 U2N Remote UE based on the-identity information
included in the PCS SRAP header.
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‘When L2-U2N Relay UE is-in RRC_CONNECTED and L2 U2N Remote UE(s) s in RRC_IDLE or RRC_INACTIVE,
there are two options for paging delivery:+

- The L2 U2N Relay UE monitors POs of its connected L2 U2N Remote UE(s) if the active DL BWP of the L2
'U2N Relay UE is configured with con:moz CORESET and paging search space;<

- The delivery of the L2 U2N Remote UE' paging can be performed through a dedicated RRC message from the
€NB to the L2 U2N Relay UE. - The dedicated RRC message for delivering L2 U2N Remote UE paging to the
RRC_CONNECTED L2 U2N Relay UE may contain one o more Remote UE IDs (3G-S-TMSI or LRNTD).«.
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‘The L2 U2N Remote UE in RRC_IDLE provides 5G-S-TMSI and UE specific DRX cycle (. configured by upper
Iayer) to the L2 UIN Relay UE for requesting to perform PO monitoring. The L2 U2N Remote UE in RRC_INACTIVE
provides the minimum value of two UE specific DRX cycles (i configured respectively by upper layer and NG-RAN),
5G-S-TMST and -RNTI to the L2 U2N Relay UE for PO monitoring. The 12 U2N Relay UE in RRC_CONNECTED
can notify the L2 U2N Remote UE nformation (i.¢. 5G-S-TMSVI-RNTI) to the gNB via the SidelintUE nformation\R.
‘message for paging delivery purpose. The L2 U2N Relay UE receives paging messages to check the 5G-S-TSMUL-
RNTI and sends relevant paging record to the L2 U2N Remote UE accordingly.+"




image7.png
‘The following logical channels are used in sidelin:+’

-+ Sideink Control Channel (SCCH): a sidelink channel for transmitting control information (ie. PCS-RRC and
PC5-S messages) and NR sidelink discovery messages from one UE to-other UE(8):+

-+ Sideink Traffic Channel (STCH): 2 sidelink channel for transmitting user information from one UE to other-
UE@):

-+ Sideink Broadcast Control Channel (SBCCH): 2 sidelink channel for broadcasting sidelink system information
Srom one UE to other UE(s).
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16.12.5.2 —+ Radio Link-Failure-

The L2 U2N Remote UE in RRC_CONNECTED suspends U RLM (as described n clause 9.2.7) when connected to
the gNB viaa L2 UINRelay UE.+

by

The L2 UIN Relay UE declares U Radio Link Faiture (RLF) following the same criteria s described i clase 9.2.7

After Un RLF is declared, the L2-U2N Relay UE takes the following action on top of the-actions described in clause
027

-+ aPC5-RRC message can be used for sending an indication to-its connected L2 U2N Remote UE(s), which may
trigger RRC connection re-establishment or zoing 10 REC_IDLE for L2 U2N Remote UE; or+.

-+ indicating to upper layer to rigger PCS unicast link release..

Upon detecting PC5 RLF, the L2-U2N Remote UE may trigger RRC connection re-establishment.
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16942 -~ Control-of connected UEs~

The UE in RRC_CONNECTED performs NR.sideink communication and/or V2X sidelink communication, as
configured by the upper layers. The UE sends Sidelink UE Information to NG-RAN in-order to request or release-
sidelink resources and report QoS information for each destination.

NG-RAN provides RRCReconfiguration o the UE in order to provide the UE with dedicated sidelink configuration.
The RRCReconfiguration may include SL DRB configuration(s) for NR sidelink communication as well as mode 1
resource configuration and/or mode 2 resource configuration. IFUE has received SL DRB configuration via system:
information, UE should continue using the configuration to perform sidelink data transmissions and receptions util -
new configuration is received via the RRCReconfiguration..

NG-RAN may also-configure measurement and reporting of CBR.for NR sidelink communication and V2X sidelink
communication, and reporting of Iocation information for 'V2X sidelink communication to the UE via
RRCReconfiguration.s

During handover, the UE performs sidelink transmission and reception based on configuration of the exceptional
transmission resource pool o configured sidelink grant Type 1 (for MR sidelink comemunication-only) and reception

resoutce pool of the target cell as provided in the handover command.«
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NRsidelink communication:-AS functionality enabling at least V2X Communication as defined in TS 23.287 [18].and
ProSe Communication (including ProSe UE-to-Network Relay-and non-Relay-communication) as-defined-in TS-23.304
[X], between two or more nearby UEs, using NR technology but not traversing any network node. «

NR sidelink-discovery:-AS functionality-enabling ProSe non-Relay Discovery-and ProSe UE-to-Network Rela
discovery-for Proximity based Services-as defined-in TS 23 304 [X] between two or-more nearby UEs using NR-
technology but not traversing any-network node.





