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[bookmark: _Ref488331639]Introduction
This is to summarize the contributions submitted to AI 6.7.2.3.
Discussion
For the following changes, which are more of clarification or correction, Rapp understand at least the intention is agreeable.
	Tdoc number
	Source
	Reason for change
	Summary of change
	Rapp Comment

	R2-2209904
	ZTE, Sanechips
	4. In clause 5.2.2, in case the SRAP Tx part receives SRAP SDUs from collocated Uu SRAP Rx part, it should construct the SARP Data PDUs as described in clause 4.2.2. However, this case is missing in clause 5.2.2. Suggest to add the related description, similar as in clause 5.3.3.
	4. In clause 5.2.2, add the description of construct SRAP Data PDU in case SRAP SDUs are received from collocated SRAP Rx part.
	Editorial Clariifcation

	R2-2209904
	ZTE, Sanechips
	5. In clause 5.3.1, Remote UE needs to construct SRAP Data PDU in any case, just to see which SRAP data PDU format is constructed. In addition, in clause 4.2.2, it mainly says the relay UE may need to construct SRAP data PDU but not say remote UE. So suggest to remove “as needed (see clause 4.2.2)”.
	5. In clause 5.3.1, remove “as needed (see clause 4.2.2)”.
	Tend to agree with the understanding

	R2-2209904
	ZTE, Sanechips
	7. Editorial change: The IE name of sl-SRAP-Config-Remote is sl-SRAP-ConfigRemote in TS 38.331. Redundant comma.

	7. Editorial change: Correct the IE name of sl-SRAP-Config-Remote to sl-SRAP-ConfigRemote. Remove redundant comma.

	Correction

	R2-2209904
	ZTE, Sanechips
	8. Editorial change: The IE name of sl-L2Identity-Remote is sl-L2IdentityRemote in TS 38.331. Redundant comma.
	8. Editorial change: Correct the IE name of sl-L2Identity-Remote to sl-L2IdentityRemote. Remove redundant comma.
	Correction

	R2-2210043
	Samsung R&D Institute UK
	Make various essential corrections.
	1.	In 4.3.2	(SRAP entities), the text in top right-hand corner of Figure 4.2.2-3 is corrected (NR-RAN  NG-RAN).
	Correction

	R2-2210043
	Samsung R&D Institute UK
	Make various essential corrections.
	2.	In 4.3.2 (SRAP entities), the underlined text is added, to clarify that only the first alternative for handling of DL data packets corresponding to SRB0 is included in relevant figures: “As an alternative for handling DL data packet corresponding to SRB0 not shown in Figure 4.2.2-2 or Figure 4.2.2-3, the receiving part on the SRAP entity…”

	Editorial Clarification

	R2-2210043
	Samsung R&D Institute UK
	Make various essential corrections.
	3.	Across the spec – changed “which matches  the Uu Relay RLC Channel of the LCID from which the SRAP Data PDU is received” to “which matches the LCID of the Uu Relay RLC Channel from which the SRAP Data PDU is received”, since this is the more precise and accurate formulation.

	Editorial Clarification

	R2-2210043
	Samsung R&D Institute UK
	Make various essential corrections.
	5.	In 5.2.3 (Receiving operation of U2N Remote UE), added the word ‘entity’: “remove the SRAP header of this SRAP Data PDU and deliver the SRAP SDU to upper layer entity corresponding to the BEARER ID field of this SRAP Data PDU”. This aligns this portion of the text to the remainder of the paragraph while also correcting an error (there is no upper layer per bearer, but rather an upper layer entity).

	Editorial Clarification

	R2-2210043
	Samsung R&D Institute UK
	Make various essential corrections.
	7.	Make various editorial changes and improvements and fix a number of typos across the spec.
	Editorial Clarifcation and Correction

	R2-2210673
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	1.	In section 4.2.2 it is described that the transmitting part adds the SRAP header with the same content as the SRAP header prior to arrival. However, this may lead to confusion as it is not specified that this is for the relay transmitting entity only, and not the Uu interface.
	1.	Explicitly added that it is the relay UEs transmitting entity which adds the SRAP header with the prior information.
	Editiorial Clariifcaiton


Proposal 1 [bookmark: _Toc115589330]R2 agree with the intention of change-4/5/7/8 of R2-2209904, change-1/2/3/5/7 of R2-2210043 and change in R2-2210673. Detailed wording can be further checked.

For the following changes, Rapp understand it is good to further check during the meeting before conclusion.
	Tdoc number
	Source
	Reason for change
	Summary of change
	Rapp Comment

	R2-2210043
	Samsung R&D Institute UK
	Make various essential corrections.
	4.	In 5.2.2.1 (Egress link determination), clarified that an egress link can only be selected if it is not in RLF.

	Not 100% sure whether companies will agree on this, good to check during the meeting

	R2-2210043
	Samsung R&D Institute UK
	Make various essential corrections.
	6.	In 5.4 (Handling of unknown, unforeseen, and erroneous protocol data), add the underlying bit: “For U2N Remote UE, if sl-RemoteUE-RB-Identity isand sl-LocalIdentity are both configured, when a SRAP Data PDU with SRAP header that contains a UE ID field or BEARER ID field which is not included in sl-SRAP-ConfigRemote is received, the SRAP entity shall:…”. Otherwise (if sl-LocalIdentity is not configured), checking the UE ID field for a match is meaningless - why check whether the packet contains a UE ID field included in sl-SRAP-Config-Remote, when the Remote UE ID has not been configured anyway?

	Not 100% sure whether companies will agree on this, good to check during the meeting

	R2-2209893
	CATT
	In RAN2#119-e meeting, one clarification that the handling of DL SRB0 can be the receiving part at the Uu interface to remove the SRAP header was added into TS38.351. For UL, it is also reasonable to allow the receiving part at the PC5 interface to add the SRAP header for UL SRB0.
	In section 4.2.2, add the general description to allow the receiving part at the PC5 interface to add the SRAP header for UL SRB0.
	The two seems go into opposite directions

	R2-2209904
	ZTE, Sanechips
	2. For DL SRB0 packets, for the alternative case, If Uu SRAP Rx part removes the SRAP header and delivers SRAP SDUs to the PC5 Tx part, then the description “construct an SRAP Data PDU without SRAP header” is needed in clause 5.2.2 before submitting the SRAP Data PDU to lower layer. Consequently, in clause 5.2.2, it shall be distinguished whether the SRAP data PDU or SRAP SDU is received from the collocated Uu SRAP Rx part. For simplicity, for both UL and DL SRB0, it is suggested that the SRAP Rx part directly delivers the received SRAP Data PDU to the collocated SRAP Tx part.
	2. In clause 4.2.2, for DL SRB0 packets, remove the alternative case.
	

	R2-2209904
	ZTE, Sanechips
	1. For UL SRB0 packets, actually,the SARP data PDU (without SRAP header here) is equal to SRAP SDU. It’s better to say “deliver the SRAP data PDU” to Uu Tx part, and then the Uu Tx part to reconstruct the SRAP data PDU with SRAP header. Otherwise, if we say “deliver SRAP SDUs to...”, the description in clause 5.3.3 needs to be changed accordingly, E.g. “if the SRAP Data PDU is received from SL-RLC0...” --> “if the SRAP Data PDUSDU...”.
	1. In clause 4.2.2, for UL SRB0 packets, change the SRAP SDUs to SRAP Data PDUs.
	Not sure if the reason-for-change is strong enough, ‘“if the SRAP Data PDU is received from SL-RLC0.’, the thing that come out of RLC can only be SRAP PDU, while here 4.2.2 are talking about the packet forwarding within Relay UE between PC5-Rx and Uu-Tx. 

	R2-2209904
	ZTE, Sanechips
	3. In clause 4.5, for configuration of SRAP via RRC signalling, it is confusion to use “BEARER ID” and “UE ID” field. Suggest to remove.
	3. In clause 4.5, remove the BEARER ID field and UE ID field.
	Not 100% sure whether companies will agree on this, good to check during the meeting

	R2-2209904
	ZTE, Sanechips
	6. In clause 5.3.3, use the same wording as in clause 5.2.2.
	6. In clause 5.3.3, change the sentence “Upon receiving SRAP data packet from the receiving part on the collocated SRAP entity on the PC5 interface” to “When the transmitting part of the SRAP entity on the PC5 interface has an SRAP Data PDU to transmit”.
	Even if one agrees with the intention to align, one can further 
Check whether to check 5.2.2 or 5.3.3. And the change to 5.3.3 is wrong since it is not ‘When the transmitting part of the SRAP entity on the PC5 interface’ but should be Uu?


Proposal 2 [bookmark: _Toc115589331]R2 discuss on change-4/6 of R2-2210043, R2-2209893 and change-1/2/3/6 of R2-2209904.

Conclusion
We have the following proposals:
Proposal 1	R2 agree with the intention of change-4/5/7/8 of R2-2209904, change-1/2/3/57 of R2-2210043 and change in R2-2210673. Detailed wording can be further checked.
Proposal 2	R2 discuss on change-4/6 of R2-2210043, R2-2209893 and change-1/2/3/6 of R2-2209904.
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