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1	Introduction
 
The following document is to provide and collect input about a way forward in resolving the remaining open issues present in the running CR for 38.304 for SL relay. Also, this is related to the following email discussion:
* [AT117-e][611][Relay] Relay running CR to 38.304 (Ericsson)
      Scope: Review and update the CR in R2-2203324.
      Intended outcome: Agreeable CR
      Deadline:  Tuesday 2022-03-01 1200 UTC

2	Contact information
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[bookmark: _Ref178064866]3	Discussion
3.1	FFS1: whether the U2N Remote UE paging reception when connected to a U2N Relay UE needs to be clarified.
This open issue relates to the fact that a U2N Remote UE may handle the reception of the paging message differently from that one of a normal UE. Indeed, this is the case since a remote UE receive the paging not directly from the network but via the relay UE.
Nevertheless, according to the current agreements, there is no impact on this section related to the remote UE’s actions (e.g., how the UE determines PO and monitor for the reception of a paging message).  Therefore, the proposal is to remove this editor’s note for the time being and come back to this only if future agreements have an impact on this section.
RAN2 to remove the following editor’s note in 38.304 running CR: “Editor’s Note: FFS whether the U2N Remote UE paging reception when connected to a U2N Relay UE needs to be clarified.”

Question 1: Do companies agree with Proposal 1?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



3.2	FFS2: whether a new section (i.e., Section 9) should be created for NR Sidelink discovery
So far what has been agreed for sidelink discovery do not pose a huge difference in term of cell selection and reselection for the case of sidelink relay. On top of this, the relay selection and reselection action are captured in 38.331 (RRC) and thus the impact on 38.304 is limited from this point of view.
Even if creating a whole new section, it may be clean for sidelink relay, repeating most of the action that are already present in section 8.1 and 8.2 it may be an overkill and also repetitive. Therefore, the proposal is to delete the editor’s note reuse the existing sections 8.1 and 8.2 for sidelink relay.
No new sub-section for sidelink relay is created in Section 8 of TS 38.304.
RAN2 to remove the following editor’s note in 38.304 running CR: “Editor’s Note: FFS whether a new section (i.e., Section 9) should be created for NR Sidelink discovery.”

Question 2: Do companies agree with Proposal 2 and Proposal 3?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



3.3	FFS3: whether U2N Remote UE and/or U2N Relay UE behavior should be captured in this section.
Strictly speaking, there is no real difference in how a remote UE and relay UE perform cell selection and reselection and the legacy procedure standardized in the Rel-16 still hold. Also, there was no agreement on whether a remote UE or relay UE should prioritize a cell (that e.g., support L2 or L3 or provide a certain feature for SL relay) but this is, as usually, left to the UE implementation. According to this, there is no impact foreseen on this section so far and the proposal would be to delete this Editor’s note.
RAN2 to remove the following editor’s note 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.”

Question 3: Do companies agree with Proposal 4?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



[bookmark: _Ref189046994]4	Conclusion
According to the discussion in section 3, the following proposals are formulated:
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