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1. Introduction
This is to summarize the company contributions in AI 6.2.1.
2. Discussion

38.300 CRs
	TDoc number
	TDoc title
	Source
	Change summary
	Rapp’s suggestions

	R2-2309918
	PC5 unicast link release timing correction in indirect to direct path switch case
	MediaTek Inc
	Clause 16.12.6.1
· Remove “The timing to execute link release is up to UE implementation.”

	38.300 correction
The change reason explains that for indirect to direct path switch procedure, there is a inconsistence on the timing of PC5 link release, since RRC specification requires Remote UE to release the PC5 link, while stage 2 procedure says when to release the PC5 link is up to UE implementation. But the moderator understands the related descriptions in RRC and stage2 spec can be considered to complement each other, i.e. RRC procedure specifies remote UE releases PC5 unicast link when reconfigurationWithSync indicating indirect-to-direct path switching, but when to release the PC5 link can be up to UE implementation in order to receive/transmit more date via SL. 

	R2-2311220
	Correction on the SidelinkUEInformationNR message
	Ericsson
	Section 16.12.5.1
· Included the details for transmitting the SidelinkUEInformationNR message in the L2 Remote UE connection

	38.300 correction
On one hand, the moderator agree with the understanding that after receiving first RRC message from a Remote UE, the Relay UE needs to send SUI. (But the purpose could be for requesting no SL communication resource but only Local ID, considering the Remote UE may camp on this Relay UE to receive SIB and paging, thus the Relay UE should already requested SL communication resources).
On the other hand, SUI is rarely mentioned in stage 2 procedures since Rel-16, and how/when to trigger SUI is mainly rely on stage 3 description, therefore if we add SUI related description for remote UE’s RRC setup procedure, we may also needs to consider other SUI trigger cases, which seems not necessary.


38.300 corrections
Proposal 1: The stage 2 CRs in R2-2309918 and R2-2311220 are not essential, and not pursued.
38.304 CR
	TDoc number
	TDoc title
	Source
	Change summary
	Rapp’s suggestions

	R2-2309516
	Correction on SIB/Preconfiguration applicability
	OPPO, ZTE
	1. Add a restriction of “providing NR sidelink configuration for the frequency UE is interested to perform NR sidelink communication/discovery on”, to be after “if the UE is a L2 U2N Remote UE and has received SIB12 from the connected L2 U2N Relay UE.”, to clarify, only if the concerned SL frequency is included in the frequency list of SIB12, SIB12 is applicable, otherwise, UE will follow preconfiguration. 
2. Remove the restriction by changing “for non L2 U2N Remote UE out-of-coverage” to “for out of coverage UE”, i.e., to cover relay case as well.
3. Remove the restriction by changing “for non L2 U2N Remote UE out-of-coverage” to “for out of coverage UE”, i.e., to cover relay case as well.
	38304 changes
The moderator understand the main motivation of the 1st change and 3rd change are to clarify the remote UE can use pre-configuration even after it receives SIB12 from its connected L2 Relay UE, in case the interested SL frequency is not included in the sl-FreqInfoList in SIB12.
The CR has been discussed in SL session in last RAN2 meeting under [AT123][505][V2X/SL], and the reason it was not agreed is majority believe that SIB12 is supposed to include SL frequency used between the Relay UE and Remote UE, thus the concerned case using reconfiguration does not exist. We can further check companies’ views and see whether there is anything changed.
Then for the second change, the motivation is to cover OoC case for L2 Remote UE, which seems reasonable.


	R2-2310758
	Preconfiguration applicability in relay scenarios
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Observation 1: The current text in 38.304 is not correct, as it forces a UE to not use preconfiguration, even though the frequency the UE is interested to perform NR sidelink communication/discovery on is not listed.
Observation 2: Receiving a SIB12 from a relay UE can be defined as cause restrictions on the transmission frequency in the U2N relay transmission case only or both general sidelink transmission case.
Observation 3: When a UE use U2N relay to establish Uu connection and does not detect any cell providing SIB12 for the frequency which it is interested, it should only be mandated to use the SIB12 configuration to communicate to the U2N relay UE.
Proposal 1: A UE which has obtained the SIB12 from a U2N relay UE should be mandated to use said configuration in case it communicates to the relay UE.
Proposal 2: A UE which has obtained the SIB12 from a U2N relay UE but does not detect any cell providing SIB12 should be allowed to use preconfiguration to communicate with other UEs not being the U2N relay UE.
	38.304 correction
The moderator understands this contribution is discussing the same issue as the 1st change in R2-2309516, but with different proposal which is to differentiate the handling on the frequency used for communicating with the connected Relay UE or performing non-relay communication with other UEs.
Therefore the moderator suggests to discuss the two contributions together.



38.304 corrections
Proposal 2a: The 2nd change of replacing “for non L2 U2N Remote UE out-of-coverage” with “for out of coverage UE” to cover OoC remote UE when the frequency is included in sl-FreqInfoList in SIB12 in R2-2309516 is agreeable.
Proposal 2b: To discuss whether/how to clarify in TS38.304 that a Remote UE can use preconfiguration when the interested frequency is not included in SIB12, based on the 1st change and 3rd change in R2-2309516 as well as the proposals in R2-2310758.

[bookmark: _GoBack]38.331 CRs
	TDoc number
	TDoc title
	Source
	Change summary
	Rapp’s suggestions

	R2-2310035
	Correction on the PWS SIBs forwarding
	CATT
	1) In subclause 6.6.2, in the field description of SL-SIB-ReqInfo, capture that ”Values sib6, sib7 and sib8 shall also be ignored by L2 U2N relay UE(i.e., no PWS SIBs requested)”.
2) In subclause 5.8.9.9.2, add the conditions for PWS SIBs forwarding “upon receiving SIB6 or SIB7 or SIB8”.
3) In subclause 6.3.5, increase the indent of “SL-SRAP-Config-r17”.
	38.331 corrections
The similar proposal has been discussed in [AT116-e][622][Relay] Remaining proposals from relay control plane (InterDigital), i.e. Proposal 10: When short message forwarding is not performed by the relay UE, the relay UE forwards the PWS SIBs being broadcast after receiving the PWS notification [19/23]. The origianl wording was not agreed mainly because some companies insisted that the relay UE can only forward PWS SIBs to the remote UEs capble of PWS, then as a compromize it was revised to Proposal 6: Assuming short message forwarding is not performed, relay UE can forward PWS SIBs to the remote UE [22/23] which basically means the relay UE could forward the PWS SIBs in this release (but is not mandated to). 
Based on such discussion history, the moderator suggests we stick to the current specification, which implies if the Remote UE is intereted in PWS SIBs, it should indicate them in SL-SIB-ReqInfo, and correspondingly the Relay UE forwards the PWS SIBs after receiving them via Uu. 
As reminded, the third change is editorial, and can be merged to Misc CR.
Thus the moderator suggests: The proposed changes in R2-2310035 and R2-2310036 for proactive PWS SIBs forwarding are not pursued. The 3rd change can be merged to Misc CR.

	R2-2310036
	Discussion on PWS Handling in L2 U2N Relay Scenario
	CATT
	Proposal 1: Suggest RAN2 to confirm once Relay UE acquires the PWS SIBs, it should forward them to the Remote UE as quickly as possible, and SIB6/7/8 request from Remote UE is not needed.
Proposal 2: If Proposal 1 is confirmed, it is suggested to that L2 U2N Relay shall ignore the sib6, sib7 and sib8.
Proposal 3: Add one more condition for Relay UE’s Uu message transfer: upon receiving SIB6 or SIB7 or SIB8 in subclause 5.8.9.9.2.
	

	R2-2310354
	Correction on the inclusion of sl-LocalID-Request in SUI
	Apple
	1. In 5.8.3.2, added an expception for the “change from presence to absence of sl-LocalID-Request”.
2. In 5.8.3.3., added “if local ID has not been assigned to this destination“ condition.

	38.331 corrections
The moderator understands the design principle of SUI is once there is a change on any part of old SUI, the UE will include all info in the SUI even though some of them are the same, this seems because delta signaling is usually not specified for uplink direction for RRC message.
Following the above principle, local ID should be always present, and network is able to distinguish which L2 ID has an assigned Local ID. Thus there seems no issue without the change.
Thus the moderator suggests: The proposed changes in R2-2310354 for sl-LocalID-Request in SUI is not pursued.

	R2-2310493
	Miscellaneous corrections for SL relay
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	· In clause 5.3.5.5.2, “T420” is replaced with “t420” in the sentence “start timer T420 for the corresponding target L2 U2N Relay UE with the timer value set to T420”.
· In clause 5.3.5.15.1, italicize the filed “sl-L2RelayUE-Config” in the sentence.
· In clause 5.8.3, add a space between the word “discovery” and the word “messages”.
· In clause 5.8.13.3, add ”for NR sidelink discovery transmission” for some cases to align with others.
· In clause 6.3.5, italicize the name of IE “SL-SRAP-Config” in the description.
· In clause 7.1.1, “notificationMessageSidelink” is replaced with “NotificationMessageSidelink” in the stop condition of T301.

	38.331 corrections
All changes are editorial and can be merged to a WI level Misc CR.
Thus the moderator suggests: the editorial changes in R2-2310493 are agreeable, and can be merged into a big Misc CR.

	R2-2310494
	SL-RLC0 and SL-RLC1 handling during L2 Relay UE RRC reestablishment
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	In clause 5.3.7.3, 
· Add a NOTE to clarify that A L2 U2N Relay UE may re-establish (e.g. via release and establish) the SL-RLC0 and SL-RLC1 of the connected L2 Remote UE(s). 

	38.331 corrections
The change reason is in current spec, Remote UE initiates RRC reestablishment upon reception of notification indicating Relay UE’s RLF failure which meas Relay UE also initiates RRC reestablishment. In this case, upon initiating RRC reestablishment procedure, the L2 Relay UE/Remote UE will release SRAP entity but will maintain PC5 RLC channel, and then the Remote UE will release+setup SL-RLC0 (before sending msg3) and SL-RLC1 (before receiving msg4). But there is no symmetrical behaviour at Relay UE even if the previous PC5 unicast connection is maintained. As a consequence, the RLC SN maybe different at Remote UE (i.e. SN=0) and Relay UE (i.e. SN>0), resulting in packet discard of msg.3 and msg.4 at RLC layer. To address this mismatch, the relay UE needs to release and reestablish SL-RLC0 and SL-RLC1 entity after initiating of RRC reestablishment.
The moderator thinks the proposed NOTE is using the same style agreed in last RAN2 meeting for Relay UE going IDLE state, thus it seems to be agreeable. 
Thus the moderator suggests: the change in R2-2310494 for SL-RLC0/SL-RLC1 handing during Relay UE’s RRC reestablishment is agreeable.

	R2-2310599
	Correction on SUI for sidelink relay
	ZTE, Sanechips
	1. in clause 5.5.3.4 add “PSSCH” before DMRS.
2. in clause 5.8.3.1, add function description for requesting local ID.
3. in clause 5.8.3.2, use “either...or...” to replace “both... and...”.
4. in clause 5.8.3.3, add condition for requesting local ID and reporting paging ID and capability of remote UE.

	38.331 corrections
The first change is correct, and can be merged to Misc CR.
The second change seems not needed, because it can be covered by the last bullet of “-	is reporting parameters related to U2N relay operation. ”
The third change seems not correct considering the original sentence was added to cover the case that UE previously is configured with L2 and L3 communication, but then disconfigured for either L2 or L3 operation.
The intention of the fourth change seems reasonable but has some redundancy, so it can merged to the existing condition as highlighted part: 
1>	if the UE initiates the procedure to request (configuration/ release) of NR sidelink U2N relay communication transmission resources or report other parameters related to U2N relay operation (i.e. UE includes all concerned information, irrespective of what triggered the procedure):
Thus the moderator suggests: For R2-2310599, the 1st change of adding “PSSCH” before DMRS in clause 5.5.3.4 is editorial and agreeable, based on the 4th change, “or report other parameters related to U2N relay operation” is added after “if the UE initiates the procedure to request (configuration/ release) of NR sidelink U2N relay communication transmission resources” in 5.8.3.3. 

	R2-2310600
	Correction on TS 388.331 for sidelink discovery
	ZTE, Sanechips
	1. Add the condition of “configured with measurement object associated to L2 U2N Relay UEs” for initiating SUI to request relay discovery transmission resources.
Add the condition of “configured with measurement object associated to L2 U2N Relay UEs” for initiating SUI to request relay communication transmission resources.
	38.331 corrections
The moderator understands at least the network can provide the discovery resources together with measurement configuration without relying on SUI, otherwise the procedure would be the UE is first configured with meas via a RRC reconfiguration message and then the UE sends SUI to request discovery configuration, after receiving SUI the network needs to send another RRC reconfiguration message to provide the sidelink communication resources, which is not efficient.
Thus the moderator suggests: the proposed changes in R2-2310600 for SUI reporting to request discovery resources upon configured with measurement object associated to L2 U2N Relay UEs are not pursued.

	R2-2310701
	Handling of Relay UE’s reconfiguration failure
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	1. In 5.3.5.8.2., it is specified that the L2 U2N Relay UE sends the NotificationMessageSidelink when Uu RRC reconfiguration fails.
2. In 5.8.9.10.2, it is specified that the UE initiates transmission of NotificationMessageSidelink when L2 U2N Relay UE’s RRC reconfiguration fails as specified in 5.3.5.8.2.
3. In 5.8.9.10.3, it is specified that the UE sets the indicationType as relayUE-Uu-RRC-Failure if transmission of NotificationMessageSidelink is due to L2 U2N Relay UE’s RRC reconfiguration failure.

	38.331 corrections
The following options have been discussed for this issue in [Pre122][406][Relay].
Proposal 4: Regarding handling of relay UE’s reconfiguration failure and integrity check failure, RAN2 to discuss the 3 options:
–	Option 1: capture in spec that cell selection can trigger relay UE to send notification message with indication type set to relayUE-CellReselection, as proposed in R2-2305244;
–	Option 2: capture in spec that relay UE releases the PC5 unicast link upon reconfiguration failure and integrity check failure, as proposed in R2-2306194;
–	Option 3: no change, which means relay UE’s reconfiguration failure and integrity check failure are considered as corner cases and are left to UE implementation.

And RAN2 concluded on option 3 and agreed that Relay UE’s reconfiguration failure and integrity check failure are left to UE implementation.
In this case, the moderator understands there is no need to reopen the same discussion.
Thus the moderator suggests: the proposed changes in R2-2310701 for relay UE’s reconfiguration failure are not pursued.

	R2-2310816
	RRC corrections for measurement reporting event Y2
	China Telecom, Huawei, HiSilicon
	· In clause 5.5.4.20, correct the “Thresh2” to” Thresh”.
· In clause 5.5.5.3, correct “yN-Threshold2-Relay” to “y1-Threshold2-Relay (for eventY1-Relay) or y2-Threshold-Relay (for eventY2-Relay)”.
· In clause 6.3.2 ReportConfigInterRAT, correct the “yN-Threshold2-Relay” to “y1-Threshold2-Relay”, correct the “event number N” to “event Y1”, and add the field description of ‘y2-Threshold-Relay’.

	38.331 corrections
The moderator understands the changes are correct, and should be agreeable.
Thus the moderator suggests: the proposed changes to the descriptions of event Y2 related parameters in R2-2310816 are agreeable.

	R2-2310838
	Correction on sidelink relay RRC
	Philips International B.V.
	1. Change the sl-L2RemoteUE-Config-r17 field definition in the ASN.1 definition of RRCSetup-v1700-IEs as parameterised SetupRelease type.
	38.331 correction
In Rel-17, it has been discussed whether this field should use SetupRelease structure during asn.1 review. But companies think there is no release case for RRC setup procedure, thus it should be sufficient without SetupRelease structure.
Thus the moderator suggests: the proposed change to sl-L2RemoteUE-Config-r17 in R2-2310838 is not pursued.



38.331 corrections
Proposal 3: The following changes to TS 38.331 are not pursued.
· The proposed changes in R2-2310035 and R2-2310036 for proactive PWS SIBs forwarding
· The proposed changes in R2-2310354 for sl-LocalID-Request in SUI 
· The proposed changes in R2-2310600 for SUI reporting to request discovery resources upon configured with measurement object associated to L2 U2N Relay UEs 
· The proposed changes in R2-2310701 for relay UE’s reconfiguration failure 
· The proposed change to sl-L2RemoteUE-Config-r17 in R2-2310838
Proposal 4: The following changes to TS 38.331 are agreeable. Can further check whether to have separate CRs or merge into one rapporteur CR.
· The changes in R2-2310493, and the 1st change in R2-2310599 of adding “PSSCH” before DMRS in clause 5.5.3.4, and the 3rd change in R2-2310035 of increasing the indent of “SL-SRAP-Config-r17” in subclause 6.3.5 are editorial, and can be merged into the rapporteur CR.
· In clause 5.3.7.3, a NOTE is added to clarify that a L2 U2N Relay UE may re-establish (e.g. via release and establish) the SL-RLC0 and SL-RLC1 of the connected L2 Remote UE(s) during RRC reestablishment procedure (R2-2310494)
· In clause 5.8.3.3 “or report other parameters related to U2N relay operation” is added after “if the UE initiates the procedure to request (configuration/ release) of NR sidelink U2N relay communication transmission resources” (based on the 4th change in R2-2310599)
· The proposed changes to the descriptions of event Y2 related parameters in R2-2310816
· In clause 5.3.5.16, “or received from RRCSetup message” is added at the end of “if sl-L2RemoteUE-Config is set to setup” (based on R2-2310838)
· In clause 5.8.3.2, “/ configured with measurement object associated to L2 U2N Relay UEs” is removed from discovery reception branch to discovery transmission branch (based on R2-2310600)
· 


3. Conclusion
38.300 corrections
Proposal 1: The stage 2 CRs in R2-2309918 and R2-2311220 are not essential, and not pursued.

38.304 corrections
Proposal 2a: The 2nd change of replacing “for non L2 U2N Remote UE out-of-coverage” with “for out of coverage UE” to cover OoC remote UE when the frequency is included in sl-FreqInfoList in SIB12 in R2-2309516 is agreeable.
Proposal 2b: To discuss whether/how to clarify in TS38.304 that a Remote UE can use preconfiguration when the interested frequency is not included in SIB12, based on the 1st change and 3rd change in R2-2309516 as well as the proposals in R2-2310758.

38.331 corrections
Proposal 3: The following changes to TS 38.331 are not pursued.
· The proposed changes in R2-2310035 and R2-2310036 for proactive PWS SIBs forwarding
· The proposed changes in R2-2310354 for sl-LocalID-Request in SUI 
· The proposed changes in R2-2310701 for relay UE’s reconfiguration failure 
Proposal 4: The following changes to TS 38.331 are agreeable. Can further check whether to have separate CRs or merge into one rapporteur CR.
· The changes in R2-2310493, and the 1st change in R2-2310599 of adding “PSSCH” before DMRS in clause 5.5.3.4, and the 3rd change in R2-2310035 of increasing the indent of “SL-SRAP-Config-r17” in subclause 6.3.5 are editorial, and can be merged into the rapporteur CR.
· In clause 5.3.7.3, a NOTE is added to clarify that a L2 U2N Relay UE may re-establish (e.g. via release and establish) the SL-RLC0 and SL-RLC1 of the connected L2 Remote UE(s) during RRC reestablishment procedure (R2-2310494)
· In clause 5.8.3.3 “or report other parameters related to U2N relay operation” is added after “if the UE initiates the procedure to request (configuration/ release) of NR sidelink U2N relay communication transmission resources” (based on the 4th change in R2-2310599)
· The proposed changes to the descriptions of event Y2 related parameters in R2-2310816
· In clause 5.3.5.16, “or received from RRCSetup message” is added at the end of “if sl-L2RemoteUE-Config is set to setup” (based on R2-2310838)
· In clause 5.8.3.2, “/ configured with measurement object associated to L2 U2N Relay UEs” is removed from discovery reception branch to discovery transmission branch (based on R2-2310600)

4. Comments if any
If companies have comments on the above proposal, please leave your comments in the following table:
	Company name
	Proposal number
	comments

	Philips International B.V.
	Proposal 3 (R2-2310838)
	Thanks to Rapp for sharing the related R17 discussion that companies have discussed no release case for RRC Setup procedure.

However, we think it is still necessary for sl-L2RemoteUE-Config-r17 to be parameterised SetupRelease type for RRC setup procedure alone.

[bookmark: _Toc146780705]Because in “5.3.3.4	Reception of the RRCSetup by the UE”, it specifies 
“1>	perform the L2 U2N Remote UE configuration procedure in accordance with the received sl-L2RemoteUE-Config as specified in 5.3.5.16;
”, 
where in
5.3.5.16 on Remote UE configuration, the Remote UE can only be setup when sl-L2RemoteUE-Config is set to the value “setup” for the RRC Setup procedure.

If we don’t define sl-L2RemoteUE-Config as a paramesterised SetupRelease type, how could sl-L2RemoteUE-Config get the value set to “setup”?

Therefore, we believe this CR is essential to agree.
[Rapp] Thanks for the explanation. If the concern is on the description in 5.3.6.16, it can be addressed by adding “or received from RRCSetup message” like below. Is it acceptable to you? 
1>	if sl-L2RemoteUE-Config is set to setup or received from RRCSetup message:
[Philips] Thanks for Rapp’s proposed alternative change. Although we think our change is still a bit cleaner, we can accept Rapp’s change if Rapp believes it might be safer not changing the ASN.1 definition of sl-L2RemoteUE-Config-r17.
Could Rapp change the comment to R2-2310838 by adding a descriptive text of “or received from RRCSetup message” in 5.3.5.16 as the agreed change instead of defining sl-L2RemoteUE-Config-r17 as parameterised SetupRelease type, and move R2-2310838 to Proposal 4?
[Rapp2] Sure, the proposal has been changed.

	Nokia
	Proposal 3
(R2-2310701)
	As this involves both Relay and Remote UEs, it would better to clarify this case. If we do not specify this case the Relay UE will not notify the Relay UE, which may result in long service break for the Remote UE. 
[Rapp] Thanks for the comments. This consequence has been clarified during previous discussion, but majority still prefer to leave it to UE implementation. At least, in this case, a smart Relay UE can release the PC5 unicast link and trigger Remote UE’s relay reselection to avoid the long service break.

	OPPO
	P1 (R2-2309918)
	We have different understanding on Rapp’s view “RRC procedure specifies remote UE releases PC5 unicast link when reconfigurationWithSync indicating indirect-to-direct path switching, but when to release the PC5 link can be up to UE implementation”, we understand UE should always proceed the related behavior immediately (e.g., release the PC5-RRC connection) as the response to a received signaling(e.g., indirect path release command), it is not up to UE implementation on when to proceed, otherwise how for the different entities (e.g., UE and NW) to align status?
[Rapp2] Just try to understand more, do you mean it should not be up to UE implementation on when to release the unicast as described in TS38.300? and I am not sure what’s the status not aligned between NW and Remote UE? Then if my recollection is not wrong, it’s an agreement when to release PC5 unicast link is up to UE implementation. And in RAN2 #122, the same change was proposed in R2-2305275. The change was not agreed and no complaints were heard at that moment.:)
[image: ]

	OPPO
	P2b (P1 in R2-2310758)
	Just to understand the reason for the remote UE “should be mandated to use said configuration in case it communicates to the relay UE” since we understand there is even no such restriction for the connected relay UE
[Rapp2] maybe we can further clarify this at the meeting.

	ZTE
	Proposal 3
(R2-2310600)
	As cited below, if UE is configured with meas object associated to relay UEs, it initiates SUI to indicate discovery reception interest. This CR is just to supplement the conditions (UE is configured with meas object associated to relay UEs) for UE to initiate SUI to request discovery/communication config.
If the network is smart enough to provide the discovery configuration together with measurement configuration without relying on SUI following moderator’s logic, to keep alignment, the following highlighted part should be removed?
3>	if the last transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message did not include sl-RxInterestedFreqListDisc; or if the frequency configured by upper layers to receive NR sidelink discovery messages on has changed since the last transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message:
4>	if the UE is capable of U2N Relay UE, and if SIB12 includes sl-RelayUE-ConfigCommon; or
4>	if the UE is selecting a U2N Relay UE / has a selected U2N Relay UE / configured with measurement object associated to L2 U2N Relay UEs, and if SIB12 includes sl-RemoteUE-ConfigCommon:
5>	initiate transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message to indicate the NR relay sidelink discovery reception frequency of interest in accordance with 5.8.3.3;

[Rapp3]Thanks for pointing this out. After double checking the discussion history, this case in SUI was added in RAN2 #119bis meeting based on 2nd change in R2-2209377. However, the change is actually for discovery transmission case instead of receiving case. Then to correct this wrong implementation, the case of “configured with measurement object associated to L2 U2N Relay UEs” should be removed from receiving part to transmission part. 
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