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Overall description
RAN1 thanks RAN2 for the LS R1-2302280 (R2-2302234) on comparison of SL-RSRP and SD-RSRP measurements and would like to provide the following response to the question from RAN2: 

Q1: 	Can the comparison of SL-RSRP and SD-RSRP measurement be used for the purposes of triggering a measurement report?

[bookmark: _GoBack]Answer: Following RAN1’s spec in TS38.213, based on high layer configuration, for groupcast/broadcast transmission, only DL pass loss based power control can be applied, while for unicast transmission, any one or both of DL pass loss based and SL pass loss based power control can be applied on one unicast link. The RSRP measurement based on unicast transmissions if SL pass loss based power control is applied, e.g. above-mentioned SL-RSRP in Q1, as an outcome, will be significantly different with the RSRP measurement based on groupcast/broadcast transmissions, e.g. above-mentioned SD-RSRP in Q1. Moreover, neither DL nor SL pathloss of each SL UE is available at the network and there is no means to derive any offset to compensate the RSRP measurement difference. Thus, the comparison of SL-RSRP and SD-RSRP measurement cannot be used for the purposes of triggering such measurement report.

Actions:
To RAN2:
RAN1 respectfully requests RAN2 to take the above information into account.
Date of Next TSG-RAN1 Meetings:
RAN1#113			22nd -26th May 2023	   			Incheon, KR 
RAN1#114			21st -25th Aug 2023	   			Toulouse, France 
