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1. Introduction
This is for the discussion of the following:
· [Post116-e][605][Relay] Relay running CR to 38.351 (OPPO)

Scope: Endorse an update of R2-2111485 with decisions of this meeting.


Intended outcome: Endorsed CR


Deadline:  Short (not for RP)

	Company
	Name
	E-mail

	CATT
	Hao Xu
	xuhao@catt.cn

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


2. Discussion
Q1: Please share your comment on the draft running CR in the following table.

(When one company has multiple comments for different (sub)clauses, multiple rows can be used, i.e., there is no need to restrict to one row for each company)
	Company 
	Related clause 
	Comment

	CATT
	Figure 4.2.2-1
	We wonder whether the SRAP-SDU should be RLC SDU.

	CATT
	4.2.2 
	For the description:” On the U2N Relay UE, the SRAP sublayer contains one SRAP entity at Uu interface and a separate collocated SRAP entity at the PC5 interface. On the U2N Remote UE, the SRAP sublayer contains only one SRAP entity.” For the yellow marked part, do we have agreement for this part?

	CATT
	4.3.1,4.3.2
	The first letter should be capitalized.

	CATT
	4.4
	For the description: “Determination of egress link and egress RLC channels ;” We wonder whether the yellow marked part is needed?

	CATT
	5.3.3
	For the description:”
When the SRAP entity has a SRAP Data PDU to transmit, the transmitting part of the SRAP entity shall:

-
Determine the egress RLC channel in accordance with clause 5.3.3.1;

-
submit this SRAP Data PDU to the selected egress RLC channel. ”
We wonder whether the yellow marked part should be capitalized to keep alingnment.

	CATT
	6.3.6
	For the bit 0, we wonder whether it can be SRAP Control PDU for better understanding.
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