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1. Overall Description:
During the work on session continuity enhancements within NR_SL_relay_enh work item a new measurement report trigger has been proposed yet with no consensus in RAN2: 
Event Z2: The measured RSRP of a candidate L2 U2N Relay UE becomes an offset better than measured RSRP of the serving L2 U2N Relay UE
This new event requires either the comparison of SL-RSRP measurements (RSRP measurement on unicast PC5 link) from different UEs, the comparison of SD-RSRP measurements  from different UEs, or the comparison of SL-RSRP with SD-RSRP measurements (RSRP measurement on broadcast PC5 link used for discovery messages). During the discussion some companies have concerns on direct comparisons of SD-RSRP and SL-RSRP these values due todue to the power control mechanism applied on PC5 unicast links, while other companies think the network can handle such comparison by using an appropriate offset in the measurement event. . 	Comment by Apple - Zhibin Wu: Either..or…is only  used for describe two instances, but we have listed three choices	Comment by InterDigital (Martino Freda): The comparison between SL RSRP is assumed not possible because for the potential target relay, we can only receive discovery message.	Comment by OPPO-Bingxue: Also add the SD-RSRP comparison case	Comment by Xing Yang: Prefer original wording, which is more neutral.	Comment by InterDigital (Martino Freda): If we give the concern, we should provide the view from both sides of the argument.	Comment by Xing Yang: RAN1 can understand the impact by themself.
Before agreeing in to the introduction of this measurement report trigger, RAN2 would like to ask feedback from RAN1 and RAN4 on the comparisons of RSRP measurements:
Q1: 	Under which conditions the comparison of two measured RSRP values, especiallyIs the comparison of a SL-RSRP and a SD-RSRP measurement for the purposes of triggering a measurement report, are meaningfulfeasible?	Comment by OPPO-Bingxue: For Q1: Suggest to make the question clearer and simpler to focus on the main concern which needs answers from RAN1/RAN4.
For Q2: It’s better to save this question since RAN2 have not agreed on the Z2-event, it is not reasonable to require other WGs feedback on the detailed solution on a not-agreed feature especially considering there is n TU in RAN1.	Comment by Apple - Zhibin Wu: Agree with OPPO	Comment by Xing Yang: We prefer original wording. With original wording, RAN1 can provide more info to help proceed on whether Z2 can be supported.
Q2: 	Is there a recommended mechanism (e.g., to use offset values) to make the comparison of RSRP measurements meaningful? 


2. Actions:
To RAN WG1 and RAN WG 4
ACTION: 	RAN2 would like to ask feedback from RAN1 and RAN4 on the comparisons of RSRP measurements, more specifically to the questions above.

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting:
RAN2#121-bis-e	from 2023-04-17	to 2023-04-26		Electronic
RAN2#122	from 2023-05-22	to 2023-05-26		Incheon





