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[bookmark: _Ref488331639]Introduction
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]This is for the remaining open issues of R17 Sidelink Relay WI in RAN2.
Discussion
1.1 WID Scope
In RP-212819, the scope of the work item is described as follows:
The objective of this work item is to specify solutions to enable single-hop, sidelink-based, L2 and L3 based UE-to-Network (U2N) relaying. 
[bookmark: _Hlk67323386]Work Item objectives on aspects common to both L2 and L3:
1. Specify mechanisms for U2N relay discovery and (re)selection for L3 and L2 relaying [RAN2, RAN4]
a. Re-use LTE relay discovery and (re)selection as baseline
2. Specify mechanisms for Relay and Remote UE authorization for L3 and L2 relaying [RAN3]
a. Re-use LTE as baseline
Work Item objectives specific to Layer-2 (L2) relaying:
3. [bookmark: _GoBack]Specify mechanisms for E2E, i.e. PC5 and Uu, QoS management [RAN2]:
4. Specify mechanisms for service continuity 
a. Limited to intra-gNB cases [RAN2]
5. Specify mechanisms for U2N Adaptation layer design [RAN2]
a. For bearer mapping and Remote UE identification, incl. RAN related security aspects if any
6. Specify Control Plane procedures for U2N, including RRC connection management, system information delivery, paging mechanism and access control for Remote UE [RAN2, RAN3]

Secondly, the objective of this work item also covers the non-relay discovery (i.e. 5G ProSe Direct Discovery). 
7. Specify mechanisms for 5G ProSe Direct Discovery [RAN2, RAN3, RAN4];

1.2 Open Issue list
Objective-1/7: Relay discovery and (re)selection, Non-relay discovery
NOTE: The issues below may be applicable to non-relay discovery (O7) as well.
	Issue Index
	Description
	Suggested handling
	Reason for add/remove this open issue

	O1.06
	[EN from running-CR of 38.322] The establishment and release for transmitting/receiving RLC entities for SL-SRB4
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the following ENs in RLC running CR:
Editor’s Note: FFS for RLC receiving entity establishment for SL-SRB4
Editor’s Note: FFS for transmitting/receiving RLC entities release for SL-SRB4
We have the corresponding open issue

	O1.07
	[EN from running-CR of 38.322] Whether/How to maintain RX_Next_Reassembly and RX_Next_Highest for SL-SRB4
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the following ENs in RLC running CR:
Editor’s Note: FFS for RX_Next_Reassembly for SL-SRB4 
Editor’s Note: FFS for RX_Next_Highest for SL-SRB4
We have the corresponding open issue

	O1.08
	[EN from running-CR of 38.323] FFS for receiving PDCP_entity_establishment for SL-SRB4
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the following ENs in PDCP running CR:
Editor’s note: FFS for receiving PDCP entity establishment for SL-SRB4
We have the corresponding open issue

	O1.10
	[EN from running-CR of 38.323] FFS whether to define a separate PDCP Data PDU format for unicast SL-SRB4
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the following ENs in PDCP running CR:
Editor’s note: FFS whether to define a separate PDCP Data PDU format for unicast SL-SRB4
We have the corresponding open issue

	O1.11
	[EN from running-CR of 38.323 ]FFS for initial value for RX_NEXT/RX_DELIV for SL-SRB4
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the following ENs in PDCP running CR:
Editor’s Note: FFS for initial value for RX_NEXT for SL-SRB4
Editor’s Note: FFS for initial value for RX_DELIV for SL-SRB4
We have the corresponding open issue

	O1.13
	[EN from running-CR of 38.304] Whether a new section should be created for NR sidelink discovery in 304
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the following EN in 38.304 running CR:
Editor’s Note: FFS whether a new section (i.e., Section 9) should be created for NR Sidelink discovery.
We have the corresponding open issue

	O1.14
	[EN from running-CR of 38.304] Whether remote and relay UE behaviour should be captured in section 8.2 in 304
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the following EN in 38.304 running CR:
Editor’s Note:	FFS whether U2N Remote UE and/or U2N Relay UE behavior should be captured in this section.
We have the corresponding open issue

	O1.16
	[Open issue from tdoc R2-2201508] FFS on the definition of out-of-coverage UE in RRC CR
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the proposal in R2-2201508 related 38.331 stage-3 open issue:
Proposal 8: Agree the update on 5.8.x3.3	Selection and reselection of NR sidelink U2N Relay UE in RRC running CR.
We have the corresponding open issue

	O1.17
	[FFS point from R2#116b agreement] Whether L3 relaying support is signalled implicitly or explicitly in SIB12.
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the agreement made in RAN2 #116b:
Whether L3 relaying support is signalled implicitly by indicating the support of discovery, or signalled independently from support of discovery, can be discussed in stage 3 drafting.
And due to the following EN in 331 running-CR
Editor’s Note: RAN2 to further discuss whether L3 relaying support is signalled via an explicit indication in SIB12.
We have the corresponding open issue

	O1.18
	[FFS point from R2#116b agreement]FFS on detailed signalling to differentiate between support of relay vs. non-relay discovery in SIB12.
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the agreement made in RAN2 #116b:
The UE can determine from SIB12 whether the gNB supports relay discovery and/or non-relay discovery.  Details (including whether SIB12 signalling can differentiate between support of relay vs. non-relay discovery and whether the support is indicated explicitly or implicitly) can be discussed as part of stage 3 CR drafting.
We have the corresponding open issue

	O1.19
	[EN from running-CR of 38.321] Whether different destination L2 ID are associated to Sidelink data and discovery message transmission
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the EN in 38.321 running CR:
Editor’s Note:	The assumption that Sidelink discovery and Sidelink data transmissions are associated to different destination L2 IDs is pending SA2 confirmation.
We have the corresponding open issue , yet considering the RAN2 agreement as follows, there should not be major left issue (if any) if SA2 confirm
Proposal 2.1: [17/19] RAN2 assumes that discovery and data transmitted by a UE cannot be multiplexed into the same TB because they are always associated to different destination L2 IDs.  RAN2 sends this assumption in an LS to SA2.
Proposal 2.2: [18/19] For SL LCP procedure, only L2 destination IDs associated to discovery can be selected for grants from the dedicated discovery resource pool.
Proposal 2.3 (modified): [19/20] For SL LCP procedure, when the dedicated discovery pool is configured/used, only L2 destination IDs associated to communication can be selected for grants from the shared resource pool.  When the dedicated resource pool is not configured/used, this restriction is not applied.

	O1.20
	[From R2-2200422] Introduction of hysteresis values, used in U2N Relay UE operation threshold conditions, that can be adapted to consider the mobility state of the U2N Relay UE by using a scaling factor.
	Pre-117 discussion
	Based on companies input in R2-2200422
(Rapp understand it should be de-prioritized if the discussion becomes controversial )




Objective-3: QoS
	Issue Index
	Description
	Suggested handling
	Reason for add/remove this open issue

	O3.01 
	[Unhandled issue from Pre-R2#116b summary] FFS on further enhancement of L2 relay QoS to support flow control
	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to the proposal raised in QoS A.I. summary:
Proposal 1. RAN2 to discuss whether to support flow control in L2 U2N Relay.
We have the corresponding open issue
On the other hand, it is pending CB decision from 619
Proposal 1               (13/17) Control PDU is not supported in neither PC5 SRAP layer nor Uu SRAP layer in this release.

	O3.02
	[Unhandled issue from Pre-R2#116b summary ]FFS on further enhancement of L2 relay QoS to support pre-emptive BSR
	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to the proposal raised in QoS A.I. summary
Proposal 2. RAN2 to discuss whether to support pre-emptive BSR transmission by a Relay UE to gNB.
We have the corresponding open issue

	O3.03
	[Unhandled issue from Pre-R2#116b summary] FFS on further enhancement of L2 relay QoS to support bit rate recommendation
	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to the proposal raised in QoS A.I. summary
Proposal 3. RAN2 to discuss whether to support the bit rate recommendation procedure.
We have the corresponding open issue

	O3.04
	[Unhandled issue from Pre-R2#116b summary] FFS on further enhancement of L2 relay QoS to support dedicated resources for relay traffic
	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to the proposal raised in QoS A.I. summary
Proposal 7. RAN2 to discuss the need of dedicated resources at Relay UE for relayed traffic.
We have the corresponding open issue

	O3.05
	[Unhandled issue from Pre-R2#116b summary] FFS on QoS information report in SUI for SL discovery.
	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to the proposal raised in QoS A.I. summary
Proposal 5. RAN2 to discuss that UE does not need to report PC5 QoS information in SUI for SL discovery.
We have the corresponding open issue

	O3.07
	[EN from running CR of 38.321] whether to apply PDB restriction when performing MAC PDU transmission
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the following EN in 38.321 running CR:
Editor’s Note:	FFS the above change is needed, depending on “according to the associated priority” phrase is needed in Rel-16 specification.
We have the corresponding open issue.
Based on further input from companies, this issue include PDB aspect of discovery message as well.

	O3.08
	[EN from running CR of 38.323] whether to adopt new code-point for SDU type
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the following EN in 38.323 running CR:
Editor’s Note: FFS for ARP (Address Resolution Protocol) e.g., use “010” for ARP, no ROHC for ARP, applicable only for NR sidelink communication for groupcast and broadcast
We have the corresponding open issue.




Objective-4: Service Continuity
	Issue Index
	Description
	Suggested handling
	Reason for add/remove this open issue

	O4.01 
	[FFS point from R2#116b agreement] Confirm the working assumptions of supporting IDLE/INACTIVE relay UE in path switch. After confirmation, to further define how to configure the relay UE and remote UE for PC5 RLC bearer used for the forwarding of RRCReconfigurationComplete message in HO procedure of direct-to-indirect switch
	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to the following two WAs and proposal made in RAN2 #116b:
WA: The gNB can select a relay UE in any RRC state i.e., RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE/CONNECTED as a target Relay UE when triggering the direct to indirect path switch procedure for the Remote UE by the Remote UE oriented solution, i.e. after receiving the path switch command, Remote UE establishes PC5 link with the Relay UE and sends HO complete message via the Relay UE which will trigger the Relay UE to enter CONNECTED state.
WA: UE capability for support by the remote UE of handover to idle/inactive UE.
PROPOSAL Recommendation based on majority (18/23)#3: For the delivery of RRCReconfigurationComplete message by the Remote UE, default configuration which can be reconfigured by the network same as SL-RLC1 is used for PC5 RLC channel configuration to support RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE target Relay UE for direct to indirect path switch procedure.
We have the corresponding open issue

	O4.03
	[Unhandled issue from RAN2#116 At-meeting emails] Stopping condition of T304-like new timer for direct-to-indirect switching
	Pre117-e-offline & CR rapporteur handled 
	Due to the proposal made in RAN2 #116 service continuity A.I.:
Proposal 14-2: FFS which option is taken as stop condition of the new T304-like timer in Remote UE:
‐	Option1: Upon successfully sending RRCReconfigurationComplete (i.e., lower layer acknowledge is received from target relay);
‐	Option2: Upon the PC5 unicast link is successfully established with the target Relay UE;
‐	Option3: Upon reception of RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink message from target Relay UE;
‐	Option4: Upon reception of an explicit indication from the target Relay UE.
We have the corresponding open issue

	O4.05
	[FFS point from R2#116 agreement] Confirm the working assumption to use reconfigurationWithSync to indicate direct-to-indirect path switch
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the working assumption made in RAN2#116：
Working assumption:
The existing reconfigurationWithSync is used to indicate direct-to-indirect path switch to Remote UE.
We have the corresponding open issue

	O4.06
	[FFS point from R2#116 agreement]FFS on how to configure the threshold and use of SD-RSRP
	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to the following agreement made in RAN2 116:
Agreement:
Proposal 4 (modified): When SL-RSRP of the serving relay is not available, SD-RSRP is used as the SL measurement quantity.  FFS how to measure SD-RSRP and if there would be a separate threshold for this case.
We have the corresponding open issue

	O4.07
	[FFS point based on company input] How remote UE to handle the case that relay UE reselects to another cell after reporting and before path switch
	Pre117-e-offline
	Based on company input in this thread.

	
	
	
	



Objective-5: Adaptation Layer
	Issue Index
	Description
	Suggested handling
	Reason for add/remove this open issue

	O5.04
	[FFS point from R2#116b agreement] Confirm the working assumption of length of remote local UE ID.
	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to the working assumption made in RAN2 #116b:
Working assumption:
Remote local UE ID is 8 bits.
We have the corresponding open issue.

	O5.05
	[FFS point from R2#116b agreement] Confirm the working assumption of presenting remote UE ID in PC5 adaptation layer header.
	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to the working assumption made in RAN2 #116b:
Working assumption:
Remote UE ID is always present in PC5 adaptation layer header.  RAN2 does not pursue procedural spec impact for handling it beyond P6 of R2-2200943.  To be revisited this meeting in light of any conclusion on P6.We have the corresponding open issue.

	O5.08 (together with content from Q1.03)
	[FFS point from R2#116 agreement] SUI content to enable reporting the UE’s L2ID and discovery via SUI message to gNB by relay/remote UE
	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to the following agreement made in RAN2 #116:
Proposal 15 (modified): Relay UE is configured by gNB with the local/temp remote UE ID to be used in adaptation layer by RRCReconfiguration message, after reporting the remote UE’s L2ID via SUI message to gNB and before forwarding the first SRB0 UL message of the remote UE.  FFS if impact to the SUI contents is needed to enable this.
Proposal 5	(discussion) Regarding how to indicate L2 ID of remote UE in the SUI message by relay UE, RAN2 to down select the following options:
a.	Option 1: add a new IE to carry L2 ID of remote UE
b.	Option 2: reuse the existing field sl-DestinationIdentity to request TX resources, in addition, introduce an indicator indicating that the destination ID is for relay purpose
And also 2 EN in RRC running CR
Editor’s Note: RAN2 to further discuss whether an explicit indication in SUI is required to differentiate relay case and non-relay case when UE requests discovery configuration.
Editor’s Note: RAN2 to further discuss whether an explicit indication in SUI to request of Local remote UE by Relay UE is required.
And also there are questions related to UE ID update.
We have the corresponding open issue.
Rapp understand it is a general issue on how to report remote UE ID in SUI

	O5.09
	[EN from running-CR of 38.351] how for SRAP entity at Uu interface on U2N Relay UE, SRAP entity at PC5 interface on U2N Relay UE, and SRAP entity at PC5 interface on U2N Remote UE to handle error data.
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the following EN in 38.351 running CR:
Editor’s Note: how for SRAP entity at Uu interface on U2N Relay UE, SRAP entity at PC5 interface on U2N Relay UE, and SRAP entity at PC5 interface on U2N Remote UE to handle error data.
We have the corresponding open issue.

	O5.10
	[From companies input] How for RRC_INACTIVE/RRC_IDLE Relay to get local ID from remote UE direct-to-indirect switching
	Pre117-e-offline
	Based on company input here

	O5.11
	[FFS point from R2#116 agreement] Agreement: Any spec impact for RLC channel split between Uu DRB and Uu SRB

	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to the RAN2#116 agreement
As in Uu, a Uu DRB and a Uu SRB are mapped to different RLC channels (i.e., PC5 RLC channel and Uu RLC channel). FFS if there is any spec impact.
We have the open issue.



Objective-6: CP Procedure
	Issue Index
	Description
	Suggested handling
	Reason for add/remove this open issue

	O6.03

	[Unhandled issue from RAN2#116b summary] Cause value setting for relay UE access due to remote UE traffic
	Pre-117-e-offline
	Due to the proposal made in CP A.I. summary:
Recommendation 3-1: RAN2 further discuss to select between using existing or new cause value for relay UE to establish/resume an RRC connection due to a connection of remote UE, without introducing new AS-layer signalling from remote UE to relay UE.
We have the corresponding open issue

	O6.04

	[Unhandled issue from RAN2#116b summary] Whether/how to support MIB related field forwarding, e.g., cellBar
	 Pre-117-e-offline.
	Due to the agreement made in RAN2 #116bis:
Recommendation 1-1a [19/23]: RAN2 not pursue new signalling from remote UE to relay UE to indicate the interested SI(s).
Recommendation 1-1b [19/23]: RAN2 not pursue short message forwarding from relay UE to remote UE.
Recommendation 1-1c (modified): For SIB-update in case of RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE remote UE(s), rely on relay UE to send updated SIB(s) to remote UE, no new signalling is to be introduced [17/23]. For SIB-update in case of RRC_CONNECTED remote UE(s), rely on network to send updated SIB(s) when they are updated, no further restriction in specification [15/23]. Remote UE de-configure SI-request w.r.t relay UE implicitly when entering into RRC_CONNECTED state [10/13].
Recommendation 1-2 [22/23]: For which discovery message to use to carry cellAccessRelatedInfo, rely on SA2 to decide which discovery message to use.
Recommendation 1-3 [19/23]: For SIB1, both request-based delivery (i.e., SIB1 request by the remote UE) and unsolicited forwarding are supported, of which the usage is left to relay UE implementation.
Recommendation 1-4 [20/23]: For SIB1, it is carried via PC5-RRC message of UuMessageTransferSidelink.
This open issue only left with an open issue on MIB.

	O6.09
	[FFS point from R2#116 agreement] FFS on the signalling for the U2N Relay UE to determine to monitor POs for a U2N Remote UE in RRC_CONNECTED state. 
	CR rapporteur handled.
	Due to the agreement made in RAN2 #116 and RAN2 #116bis:
Recommendation 2-1 [23/24]: Paging message is forwarded by relay UE to remote UE by sending only the complete PagingRecord relevant to that remote UE.
Recommendation 2-2 [18/24]: For Relay UE in RRC_CONNECTED configured with paging CSS, RAN2 not pursue explicit signalling to indicate RRC-state of remote-UE. Further detail is left to RRC running-CR discussion.
Recommendation 2-3 [20/23]: Use RRCReconfiguration for Network to carry paging message to the RRC_CONNECTED relay UE in dedicated fashion.
We have the corresponding open issue.

	O6.12
	[Open issue from tdoc R2-2201508] FFS on the configuration of Uu RLC bearer for relaying service
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the proposal in R2-2201508 related 38.331 stage-3 open issue:
Proposal 1: RAN2 to select one alternative to configure Uu RLC bearer for relaying service (i.e. the bearers associated with Uu SRAP):
‐	Option 1: reusing existing RLC-BearerConfig, by handling the servedRadioBearer as
	1a: modifying the condition as NW will only configure the field to a configured SRB or DRB i.e. non-relaying RLC channel.
	1b: L2 U2N Relay UE ignoring the field.
‐	Option 2: introducing new RLC configuration.
We have the corresponding open issue

	O6.13
	[Open issue from tdoc R2-2201508] FFS on the terminology of Uu/PC5 RLC channel would be used for L2 U2N Relay operation.
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the proposal in R2-2201508 related 38.331 stage-3 open issue:
Proposal 2: The terminology of Uu/PC5 RLC channel would be used for L2 U2N Relay operation.
We have the corresponding open issue.

	O6.14
	[Open issue from tdoc R2-2201508] FFS on the handling of useT312
	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to the proposal in R2-2201508 related 38.331 stage-3 open issue:
Proposal 3: useT312 can be configured to event Y (on condition that no other spec impact), but cannot be configured to event X.
We have the corresponding open issue.

	O6.15
	[Open issue from tdoc R2-2201508 ]FFS on whether to use the same message (Remote InformationSidelink) for SIB request and Paging information provision, and same message (UuMessageTransferSidelink) for SIB forwarding and Paging delivery
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the proposal in R2-2201508 related 38.331 stage-3 open issue:
Proposal 4: RAN2 to confirm that the same message (RemoteInformationSidelink) is used for SIB request and Paging information provision.
Proposal 5: RAN2 to confirm that the same message (UuMessageTransferSidelink) is used for SIB forwarding and Paging delivery.
I.e., the following Editor Notes in running CR 38.331 should be addressed.
Editor’s note: Updates would be needed if it is conclude two separate messagas for paging information and SIB request at later meetings.
Editor’s note: Updates would be needed if it is conclude two separate messagas for paging and SIB forwarding at later meetings.

We have the corresponding open issue.

	O6.16
	[FFS point from R2#116 agreement] FFS value and name for T300-like, T301-like, T319-like
	CR rapporteur handled
	Due to the agreement made in RAN2 #116:
Proposal 17: Remote UE uses different timers (FFS: value and/or name) for access (T300-like), resume (T319-like) and re-establishment (T301-like) compared to those for legacy Uu procedures [23/23]
We have the corresponding open issue.

	O6.19
	[Unhandled issue from comment]Whether to include PCI in suspendconfig
	Pre117-e-offline
	Based on the agreement 
Recommendation 4-1 [20/20]: Deliver C-RNTI value via RRC Release message with suspendConfig.
Rapp understand it is reasonable to align for PCI as well

	O6.20
	[Unhandled issue from RAN2#116b summary] FFS on the configuration of LCID for PC5 RLC channel of Uu SRB1, SRB2 and DRBs.
	Pre117-e-offline
	To address the following left issue from pre-116b summary
Proposal 11	(low priority) Regarding how to allocate LCID for PC5 RLC channel of remote UE Uu RBs including SRB2 and DRBs, RAN2 to down select the following options. FFS on SRB1
a.	Option 1:  allocated by UE same as in R16 SL
b.	Option 2: up to gNB dedicated configuration same as in Uu

	O6.21
	[Unhandled issue due to comment]Whether SRAP configuration can be stored as AS context
	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to company feedback

	O6.22
	[Request from RAN3 in LS] feasibility to change the current running CR by indicating the Uu RLC Channel ID instead of LCID when configuring “sl-Egress-RLC-Channel-Uu-r17”
	Pre117-e-offline
	During RAN3#114bis meeting, an LS (R3-221411) on bearer mapping configuration was sent from RAN3 to RAN2 and ask RAN2 to use Uu RLC Channel ID to indicate the egress RLC channel. 
Is it feasible for RAN2 to change the current running CR by indicating the Uu RLC Channel ID instead of LCID when configuring “sl-Egress-RLC-Channel-Uu-r17”?
RAN2 is suggested to further discuss the specification impact.



[bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery][bookmark: _Ref189809556][bookmark: _Ref174151459][bookmark: _Ref450865335]UE Capability
	Issue Index
	Description
	Suggested handling
	Reason to add/remove the issue

	O7.01
	[FFS point from R2#116bis] whether to introduce separate capability on Uu RSRP triggered relay discovery and/or PC5 RSRP triggered relay (re)selection.
	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to the agreement made in RAN2 #116bis:
Proposal 2 (15/16): As baseline, the NR discovery capability is common to relay and non-relay discovery. FFS whether to introduce separate capability on Uu RSRP triggered relay discovery and/or PC5 RSRP triggered relay (re)selection.
We have the corresponding open issue.

	O7.02
	[FFS point from R2#116bis] whether also introduce separate feature capabilities beyond basic operation.
	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to the agreement made in RAN2 #116bis:
Proposal 6 (17/17): For L2 relay, introduce separate capability signaling for basic remote UE operation and basic relay UE operation where “basic operation” means essential functions to enable L2 relay. FFS whether also introduce separate feature capabilities beyond basic operation.
We have the corresponding open issue.

	O7.03
	[FFS point from R2#116bis] For L2 relay, the capability signaling for basic remote UE operation and basic relay UE operation are indicated to gNB (i.e., included in UECapabilityInformation). FFS whether also indicated to peer UE.
	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to the agreement made in RAN2 #116bis:
For L2 relay, the capability signaling for basic remote UE operation and basic relay UE operation are indicated to gNB (i.e., included in UECapabilityInformation). FFS whether also indicated to peer UE.
We have the corresponding open issue.

	O7.04
	[FFS point from R2#116bis]FFS on basic capability signalling for NR sidelink discovery
	Pre117-e-offline
	Due to the agreement made in RAN2 #116bis:
Proposal 4 (modified): RAN2 will down select between the following two alternatives on baseline capability signaling of NR discovery:
•	Option 1 (9/16): A list of band combination list, which is similar to Rel-16 sidelink communication band combination list (i.e., supportedBandCombinationListSidelink-r16)
•	Option 2 (7/16): A single bit on whether supporting NR discovery
We have the corresponding open issue
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