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1	Introduction
In RAN4 100-e, there were discussions on the RRM requirements for SL Relays. Some options were captured in the WF [1] which are copy pasted below..
	Issue 2-7: Whether to use DRX for delay requirements of relay discovery and (re)selection.  
Agreements:
· Option 1: DRX is not precluded from R17 NR SL relay WID. R17 NR SL relay WID can follow or reuse both R16 SL and R17 SL’s agreements as baseline. 
· Option 2: The relay requirements should be defined without assuming DRX. R17 NR SL relay WID is just based on R16 SL procedure.
· Option 3: FFS. Depend on RAN2’s decision whether to consider DRX.

Issue 2-8: Synchronization assumption
Agreements:
FFS whether remote UE is only allowed to select candidate relay UE assuming the same synchronization source.  


This paper discusses the issues listed above and provide our views.
2	Discussions
Whether to use DRX for delay requirements of relay discovery and (re)selection
For the issue of whether to support DRX, we think we should first note that DRX for SL is only introduced in another R17 WI, SL enhancement. 
Observation 1: DRX for SL is introduced in another R17 WI, SL enhancement.
SL Relay, on the other hand, should clearly based on R16 relay assumptions. It is a common understanding in RAN4 that new features in new releases should be developed based on assumptions from the previous releases, and this is how we defined requirements for NR-U (a R16 feature, based on R15 assumptions), IAB (R16 feature, based on R15 UE baseline), RedCap (a R17 feature but still based on R15 assumptions) and also other WIs.
Some companies mention that DRX is discussed in R17 SL enhancement and can also be taken as baseline here, however SL enhancement considers different scenarios where the sidelink node cannot be used as relays to serve other UEs. Thus, we don’t see strong logic why the work there can be directly used here in this WI.
Observation 2: SL enhancement considers different scenarios where the sidelink node cannot be used as relays to serve other UEs.
Thus, we think that DRX shouldn’t be discussed in R17 SL Relay. It can be considered in future releases as enhancements. 
The relay requirements should be defined without assuming DRX. R17 NR SL relay WID is just based on R16 SL procedure.

Synchronization assumption
This issue was brought up last meeting and companies had some discussions on it. We propose that “Remote UE is allowed to select candidate relay UE with different synchronization source.”
The reason is that first of all, we don’t see clear reasons why this restriction shall be introduced, especially from RRM perspective. Moreover, having such a restriction would largely restrict the use cases and scenarios of this WI and make it more challenging to be used. Also mentioned by companies during the last meeting, in a similar scenario, R16 unicast doesn’t assume any restriction on sync sources. If RRM impact can be seen, then we can further discuss or even see if it is necessary to define separate set of requirements but right now, prefer not to have such restrictions.
Remote UE is allowed to select candidate relay UE with different synchronization source.
3	Conclusion
Observation 1: DRX for SL is introduced in another R17 WI, SL enhancement.
Observation 2: SL enhancement considers different scenarios where the sidelink node cannot be used as relays to serve other UEs.
Proposal 1: The relay requirements should be defined without assuming DRX. R17 NR SL relay WID is just based on R16 SL procedure.
Proposal 2: Remote UE is allowed to select candidate relay UE with different synchronization source.
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