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1. Overall Description:
In RAN2#117-e meeting, RAN2 discussed the information to be indicated in NR Tx Profile and made the following agreement:
	1. The Tx profile should include at least the information of DRX support or not.
2. Working assumption: no additional RAN2 work if SA2 confirms it’s feasible for Rel-17 SL DRX operation, L2 id is only associated with either DRX-based TX profile(s) or non-DRX based TX profile(s).	Comment by Author: Ericsson – Min: We should NOT update RAN2 agreements.
We suggest Rapp to include the full RAN2 agreements. Otherwise, SA2 can not get the full picture of the questions.

Check with SA2 whether a same L2 ID may associate with multiple Tx profiles, and thus may associate with both DRX-based Tx profile and non-DRX based Tx profile in Rel-16. Then also check with SA2 if feasible for Rel-17 SL DRX operation, L2 id is only associated with either DRX-based TX profile(s) or non-DRX based TX profile(s). DCR issue raised by ZTE can be discussed as part of LS preparation. If the question is valid to companies, we’re also adding that question otherwise we’re not adding it. Working assumption: no additional RAN2 work if SA2 confirms it’s feasible for Rel-17 SL DRX operation, L2 id is only associated with either DRX-based TX profile(s) or non-DRX based TX profile(s).

For GC, we will check with SA2 whether the mapping from L2 id to TX profile is feasible in the gNB (like what we did in LTE). Working assumption: no additional RAN2 work if SA2 confirms it’s feasible.
	Comment by Author: Min-> as we commented, we think we should include the original RAN2 agreement (rather a part of RAN2 agreement) in the LS, So SA2 can better understand RAN2 background for this LS.
The current RAN2 agreements well capture views of both sides in RAN2, that was the compromised wording from our side during online session.  However, inclusion only the working assumption would loss the compromised wording. Which is not acceptable to us. So hope Rapp understand our concern.
SA2 can therefore express their views.
	Comment by Author: Ok，it’s fine for me.	Comment by Author: For parts from “checking with SA2” to before “working assumption”, our understanding this is more like guideline for preparing the LS. The intention of this LS is to check with SA2 on the two “feasible solutions”, one on Tx profile association, another on L2 ID determination, i.e. RAN2 is not going to ask SA2 to check two alternatives for each issue but to confirm one alternative is feasible. With this understanding, we think the initial version (starting from working assumptions”) is preferred. 	Comment by Author: Since Ericsson has strong concern on only using Working assumption, and it is no harm to put original wording into the LS, rapp suggest to use full agreements. 
Working assumption: no additional RAN2 work if SA2 confirms it’s feasible that as in LTE, the mapping from Destination L2 ID to Tx Profile is configured in the gNB, i.e., no need for UE to report the mappingCheck with SA2 whether a same L2 ID may associate with multiple Tx profiles, and thus may associate with both DRX-based Tx profile and non-DRX based Tx profile in Rel-16. Then also check with SA2 if feasible for Rel-17 SL DRX operation, L2 id is only associated with either DRX-based TX profile(s) or non-DRX based TX profile(s). DCR issue raised by ZTE can be discussed as part of LS preparation. If the question is valid to companies, we’re also adding that question otherwise we’re not adding it. Working assumption: no additional RAN2 work if SA2 confirms it’s feasible for Rel-17 SL DRX operation, L2 id is only associated with either DRX-based TX profile(s) or non-DRX based TX profile(s).

3. For GC, we will check with SA2 whether the mapping from L2 id to TX profile is feasible in the gNB (like what we did in LTE). Working assumption: no additional RAN2 work if SA2 confirms it’s feasible.

4. The default SL DRX configuration for BC/GC [(including at least DRX cycle, start offset and on-duration timer)] can be used for both BC-based and UC-based DCR message.	Comment by Author: Based on the discussion paper, this agreement can be  informed to SA2, so that SA2 knows NR Tx profile can also be used for DCR message to use default DRX configuration.	Comment by Author: Whether or not to have this part should be based on the outcome of the associated discussion. 
.




In addition, RAN2 would like to ask SA2 for some clarifications on following questions:
· Question 1： May a same L2 ID associate with multiple Tx profiles, and thus associate with both DRX-based Tx profile and non-DRX based Tx profile in Rel-16? Based on the wording assumption above, RAN2 would like to check with SA2 if it is feasible wants to know whether it is  feasible for Rel-17 SL DRX operation that L2 id is only associated with either DRX-based TX profile(s) or non-DRX based TX profile(s).	Comment by Author: Suggest “an L2 ID”	Comment by Author: Not sure if Tx profile is defined for Rel 16.
Suggest replacing “in Rel 16” with “with the current SA2 spec”.	Comment by Author: Suggest “an L2”
· Question 2:  For Groupcast, whetherIs the mapping from L2 id to TX profile feasible in the gNB (like what we did in LTE for broadcast)? Based on the working assumption above, RAN2 assumes no additional RAN2 work if SA2 confirms it is feasible.	Comment by Author: Suggest “Is the mapping from an L2 ID to a Tx profile feasible for groupcast or broadcast”
· [Question 3:  Whether this question is included in this LS depends on the conclusion of corresponding discussion paper.]

2. Actions:
To SA2: RAN2 respectfully requests SA2 to take the above agreements into account in the further work and to provide feedback for the above questions on NR Tx Profile.

3. Dates of Next TSG-RAN WG2 Meetings:
RAN2#118-e	16th May - 27th May 2022 	 E-meeting
ASN.1 review 	20th April - 22th April 2022       E-meeting
RAN2#119	22th August - 26th August 2022 	 Toulouse, FR
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