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1 Introduction

This is for the discussion of CR for SRAP
· [AT118-e][617][Relay] 38351 relay CR (OPPO)
      Scope: Update the rapporteur CR, incorporating decisions of this meeting and taking into account related proposals in the related tdocs: R2-2204796, R2-2204797, R2-2205133, R2-2205431.

      Intended outcome: Agreed CR (without CB if possible)

      Deadline:  Wednesday 2022-05-18 0400 UTC

2 Phase-1 Discussion

The related papers are summarized as follows
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2.1 Change by 4796
4796 propose to remove the “drb-Identity minus 1” operation.
Q1: Do you agree with the issue proposed by 4796?

	Company
	Yes/No 
	Comments

	OPPO
	No
	If we do not do minus-1 operation, how to carry DRB ID of 32 (max value) using 5-bit?

	
	
	


2.2 Change by 4797
4797 propose to specify the network behaviour, where especially the behaviour for CU-DU split is proposed to be specified in detail (by referring to SRB Mapping Info IE in 38.473).

Q2: Do you agree with the issue proposed by 4797?

	Company
	Yes/No 
	Comments

	OPPO
	No
	So the first Q is whether 351 aims at network behavior as well – we do not think so (this is different from IAB where the MT function is at network side). 

	
	
	


2.3 Change-2 by 5133

5133 change-2 propose to clarify further the timing when relay UE to perform discard examination for SRB0 message from remote UE.
Q3: Do you agree with the issue proposed by 5133 change-2?

	Company
	Yes/No 
	Comments

	OPPO
	No
	Not get the point yet, isn’t that so SRB0 is without SRAP header, so not related to error data handling operation?

	
	
	


2.4 Change-1 by 5133 and Change-5 by 5431
The two changes are both for error data handling.

In 5133 change-1 and 5431 change-5-3), it identifies the case that if a RRC_IDLE / RRC_INACTIVE relay UE receives a RRCReconfigurationComplete message from a remote UE during a direct-to-indirect switching, it cannot perform discard examination.
Q4-1: Do you agree with the issue proposed by 5133 change-1 and 5431 change-5-3)?
	Company
	Yes/No 
	Comments

	OPPO
	Yes with comment
	In fact, this issue is common for the reception of SRB1 message relying on default configuration (i.e., the first SRB1 message), since there is no SRAP configuration before the reception of the concerned SRB1 message.
Yet we can further discuss the solution in Phase-2: we are not sure how 5133 change-1 solves this issue, and 5431 change-5-3) seems overshoot it because it rules out all SRB1 message discard examination.


	
	
	


5431 change-5-1) propose to handle control PDU.
Q4-2: Do you agree with the issue proposed by 5431 change-5-1)?

	Company
	Yes/No 
	Comments

	OPPO
	No
	There is no control PDU in Rel-17.

	
	
	


5431 change-5-2) propose to clarify that in case relay-UE get a data PDU from remote UE1 using ID for remote UE2, it should be discarded as well..

Q4-3: Do you agree with the issue proposed by 5431 change-5-2)?

	Company
	Yes/No 
	Comments

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	
	
	


2.5 Other Changes in 5431 and 4632
Other changes in 5431 and 4632 are mostly editorial.
Q5: Any comment to the change in drafted CR (as a merged version from 4632 and 5431 (other than change-5))?

	Company
	Tdoc, Clause
	Comments

	OPPO
	5431, clause 5.2.3 
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It is preferred to align the usage of packet vs. PDU. Here the description is for remote UE, while packet should be used for relay UE w.r.t the packet forwarding between the two collocated entites, so not suggest to make this change.

	
	
	


Proposal 1 xxx.
3 Conclusion

We have the following proposals:
Proposal 1
xxx.
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