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1 Introduction
This paper aims at capturing the summary of email discussion [952][V2X] RRC ASN.1 issues-38.331.
· [Post109bis-e][952][V2X]: RRC ASN.1 issues (Huawei)


Scope: Collect, discuss and resolve ASN.1 issues. And also update the CRs accordingly.

      Deadline: Next Meeting, ASN.1 review schedule

2 Handling of each RIL of phase 2 ASN.1 review 
The following status is used for each RIL.
ConcAgree (WI-CR): The intention is agreed and to be captured in the WI running CR. The corresponding status from the rapporteur’s proposal phase is PropAgree.
ConcReject: The intention of the RIL is not pursued. The corresponding status from the rapporteur’s proposal phase is PropReject
DiscMeet: The RIL issue is acknowledged and to be discussed in V2X session.

· RILs directly discussed online (left-over issues from last meeting from [Offline 701]

	RIL No.
	Comments from the proponent
	Comments from Rapp and companies
	Status

	H337
	[RIL]: H337 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiaox) [WI]: [Class]: [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: WI remaining issue RAN2 agreed to handle in RAN2 #110b (from R2-2004071):

RAN2 further discuss whether to split the SL DRB addition/modification/release procedures for unicast and those for groupcast/broadcast.

[Proposed Change]: Need to be discussed and concluded online in RAN2 #110e.
[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The issue is agreed to be postponed in last meeting. 
	DiscMeet 



	H338
	RIL]: H338 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiaox) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: WI remaining issue RAN2 agreed to handle in RAN2 #110b (from R2-2004071):

RAN2 to further discuss, for SLRB release procedures towards the SL DRB configured both by its NW and by its peer UE for bi-direction transmission, whether to: 

* Keep the current spec style, i.e. UE releases the DRB only after both its NW and its peer UE inform the SL DRB release; or 

* Change the current spec style, i.e. UE releases the DRB once either its NW or its peer UE inform the SL DRB release.
[Proposed Change]: Need to be discussed and concluded online in RAN2 #110e

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The issue is agreed to be postponed in last meeting. 
	DiscMeet 



	H336
	[RIL]: H336 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiaox) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: WI remaining issue RAN2 agreed to handle in RAN2 #110b (from R2-2004071):

RAN2 to down select how to deal the integrity protection and ciphering for SL-SRB carrying PC5 RRC message on a PC5 RRC connection:

*Wait for further SA3 progress, and complete all related As impact in the next (last) meeting (clear majority’s view)

*Make the working assumption that integrity protection and ciphering is mandatory (always open w/o flexible enabling/disabling) and do potential update based on further SA3 progress.

RAN2 await further SA3 guidelines on whether/how to support ciphering and integrity protection mechanism for SL-DRBs in NR SL unicast, and complete all the corresponding RAN2 Spec impacts in the next meeting.

[Proposed Change]: Need to be discussed and concluded online in RAN2 #110e.

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: The issue is agreed to be postponed in last meeting. 
	DiscMeet


	H335
	[RIL]: H335 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiaox) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: WI remaining issue RAN2 agreed to handle in RAN2 #110b (from R2-2004071):

RAN2 to further decide how the SR configuration corresponding to the LCH of an SL-SRB is configured/defined, with down selection between the following two options: 

* An SR configuration ID is specified in the SL-SRB configuration of each SCCH respectively. When the NW configures an SR configuration with the SR configuration ID associated with an SL-SRB, the SR configuration is used for that SL-SRB.

* When SL-BSR is triggered by SL-SRB, it can trigger SR transmission by using any SR configuration.
[Proposed Change]: Need to be discussed and concluded online in RAN2 #110e.

[Comments]: 



	[Rapp]: The issue is agreed to be postponed in last meeting. 
	DiscMeet


· 
RILs to be handled in the RRC email discussion (and potential offline during meeting)
	RIL No.
	Comments from the proponent
	Comments from Rapp and companies
	Status

	CATT401
	 PAGE \# "'页: '#'
'" 
[RIL]: CATT401 [Delegate]: CATT (Da) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: According to the discussion during the last meeting, there is one left issue that if the default SLRB configuration is absent, and there is a PC5 QoS flow whose QoS profile is not mapped to any SLRB configuration within the NR SL specific SIB, what is UE’s behaviour? We think UE should trigger an RRC connection establishment.
[Proposed Change]: We are planning to bring a discussion Tdoc with TP for addressing this issue.

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: Based on the last meeting agreement “For an RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE UE, if there is a PC5 QoS flow whose QoS profile is not mapped to any SLRB configuration within the NR SL specific SIB, it is mapped to and transmitted by the default SLRB configuration in the SIB if configured.” This issue is supposed to conclude already.
	PropReject

	E236
	[RIL]: E236 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: In Section 5.3.3.1 we state the that UE can perform the RRC resume procedure when criteria for NR and V2X sidelink communication are met. However, in section 5.3.3.2 we say that the initiation of the procedure is initiate only when condition for NR sidelink communication are met.

[Proposed Change]: The following change is proposed:

or for NR and V2X sidelink communication as specified in sub-clause 5.3.13.1a)

[Comments]: 
	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree

	E211
	[RIL]: E211 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: Since we agreed that sidelink is not supported in the context of MR-DC, it is only the RRCReconfiguration associated with the MCG that is able to carry the sidelink configuration. Therefore, would be good to clarify this aspect since the UE should not expect any SL configuration delivered through the RRCConfiguration associated with the SCG.

[Proposed Change]: add “MCG” in front of “RRCReconfiguration” ( within the MCG RRCReconfiguration.

Same change should be applied in the rest of the sub-clause.

[Comments]: 
	[Rapp]: Since we don't not support SN configured NR V2X, NW will never configure the SL “within SCG RRCReconfiguration”. Based on the correct NW implementation, no need of further UE side clarification.
	PropReject

	E212
	[RIL]: E212 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: R2-200xxxx [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The terminology used in the handling of the addModList for the SL measurements is not correct and not in line with the ASN.1 rule.

[Proposed Change]: We will bring a draftCR where we will propose a new text.

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]:We can discuss this when the companies CR Tdoc is available. This could be a straight forward change.
	DiscMeet
(Status may be updated after see the Tdoc)

	B101
	[RIL]: B101 [Delegate]: Lenovo (Lianhai) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: According to the timers table in section 7.1.1, UE stops timer T400 upon reception of RRCReconfigurationFailureSidelink or RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink. Therefore, UE does not stop T400 upon going to RRC_IDLE.
[Proposed Change]: 

1>
stop all timers that are running except T302, T320, T325, T331 and T400;

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree

	E214
	[RIL]: E214 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: In Section 5.3.13.1 we state the that UE can perform the RRC resume procedure when criteria for NR and V2X sidelink communication are met. However, in section 5.3.13.2 we say that the initiation of the procedure is initiate only when condition for NR sidelink communication are met.

[Proposed Change]: The following change is proposed:

or for NR and V2X sidelink communication as specified in sub-clause 5.3.13.1a)

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree

	B102
	[RIL]: B102 [Delegate]: Lenovo (Lianhai) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: According to the timers table in section 7.1.1, UE stops timer T400 upon reception of RRCReconfigurationFailureSidelink or RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink. Therefore, UE does not stop T400 upon successfully completing the handover.
[Proposed Change]: 

1>
stop all timers that are running except T400;

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree

	E237
	[RIL]: E237 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 1 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: Move this sentence after the next paragraph. This is because the next paragraph is explicitly linked to the description on how the UE shold handle the measConfig configured by both the SCG and MCG in NR-DC.

[Proposed Change]: Move this sentence for CBR measurement and the end of the section.

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree

	E238
	[RIL]: E238 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The following NOTE is not useful because exaxtly the same text is stated in the sentence above (identation 4>). Therefore, we propose to delete because it does not add any new information/clarification.

[Proposed Change]: Delete the following note:

NOTE 1:
The cbr-PSSCH-ResultsEUTRA and cbr-PSCCH-ResultsEUTRA are set in the same way as cbr-PSSCH and cbr-PSCCH in subclause 5.5.5 of TS 36.331 [10], respectively.
[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree

	E240
	[RIL]: E240 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The all point of the UEAssistanceInformation is that it’s up to the UE implementation on how and when to trigger this message. This is because the UEAssistanceInformation is triggered by the UE autonomously (the network does not instruct the UE to trigger it). Therefore, this note is redundant and should be deleted (in case the note is kept its number should be updated).

[Proposed Change]: Delete the following note:

NOTE 1:
It is up to UE implementation when and how to trigger configured grant assistance information for NR sidelink communication.
[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: We have sympathy with the changes. Companies are asked to double check.
	PropAgree

	E261
	[RIL]: E261 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: R2-200xxxx [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: We noticed many editorial changes in the CR and it would be quite difficult to alloca a RIL for each one of them. For this reason we are planning to bring a draftCR to the next meeting to fix all those editorial mistakes.

[Proposed Change]: We are planning to bring a draftCR to the next meeting to fix all those editorial mistakes.

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: Based on the guidance this meeting, for the class0/1 changes, we can directly discussed in the WI running CR review. This could be a straight forward change.
	DiscMeet
(Status may be updated after see the Tdoc)

	E241
	[RIL]: E241 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The all paragraph it does not read very well. Proposal is to make it more readable.

[Proposed Change]: We propose the following change:

When it is specified that tThe UE shall perform NR sidelink communication operation only if the conditions defined in this clause are met, the UE shall perform NR sidelink communication operation and only in following case:

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree

	CATT402
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[RIL]: CATT402 [Delegate]: CATT (Da) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: 
1. Absent priority group 0 in synchronisation reference reselection procedure. 
2. Some reselection conditions are incorrect and some cases for synchronisation reference reselection are missing.
[Proposed Change]: We are planning to bring a discussion Tdoc with TP for addressing this issue.

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The RIL is not clear without Tdoc number
	DiscMeet
(Status may be updated after see the Tdoc)

	V022
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[RIL]: V022 [Delegate]: vivo(Boubacar)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3: ToDo [TDoc]: Yes [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The procedure is inherited from LTE as specified in subclause 5.10.12 V2X sidelink communication monitoring according to V2X rapportuer. However, after further check, we think the procedure order is different and some condition (e.g., if in coverage on the frequency used for V2X sidelink communication) is missiong in NR. We suggest to align with LTE V2X.

[Proposed Change]: We will bring a contribution to address this issue.

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: The RIL is not clear without Tdoc number.

BTW, this procedure has been reviewed many times, please identify the critical issue from the current procedure. 

If the changes are only related to the [Description], then:

In NR SL, the case that serving carrier is used as SL carrier is already incorporated into the SL-FreqInfo (together with inter-carrier configuration cases), so there is no need to separate this condition “if in coverage on the frequency used for V2X sidelink communication” intentionally (this applies to many places). 

Also, in LTE V2X SL reception, it is the below field description that restrict the dedicated RX pool only carried in HO cases, but never in non-HO cases. Following LTE V2X SL, no need to further enable non-HO case as an enhancement. 
	PropReject

	B103
	[RIL]: B103 [Delegate]: Lenovo (Lianhai) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: According to the agreement in DCCA topic, UE initiates fast MCG link recovery procedure upon RLF on MCG instead of re-establishment if T316 is configured. Then, UE starts timer T316. Once T316 expires, UE performs re-establishment procedure and starts timer T311. Therefore, we need to discuss whether exceptional resource pool can be used for sidelink transmission when T316 is running.

[Proposed Change]: 

3>
if the UE is in RRC_CONNECTED and uses the frequency included in sl-ConfigDedicatedNR within RRCReconfiguration message:
4>
if the UE is configured with sl-ScheduledConfig:

5>
if T310 for MCG or T311 is running; and if sl-TxPoolExceptional is included in sl-FreqInfoList for the concerned frequency in SIB12 or included in in RRCReconfiguration; or
5> if T316 is running; and if sl-TxPoolExceptional is included in sl-FreqInfoList for the concerned frequency in SIB12 or included in in RRCReconfiguration; or
5>
if T301 is running and the cell on which the UE initiated RRC connection re-establishment provides SIB12 including sl-TxPoolExceptional for the concerned frequency; or

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]:This can be discussed. BTW, if no conclusion or no CR agreed on this part, it means UE does not use exceptionally pool if T316 is running, which should be also fine.  
	DiscMeet

	H331
	[RIL]: H331 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiaox) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: Capture the following RAN2 agreement made in RAN2 #109b-e:

5a: In TS 38.331, specify that the UE shall release the configured sidelink grant type 1, if T311 is running.

[Proposed Change]: 5> if T311 is runningifT310 for MCG expires, configure the lower layers to release the resources indicated by rrc-ConfiguredSidelinkGrant (if any);

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree

	E242
	[RIL]: E242 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: This note clarifies the UE behaviour when the PC5-RRC connection is released for the case of SL RLF. According to this, it does not make much sense to have it here, but it would be to move it in the related section 5.8.9.3

[Proposed Change]: Move the following note in 5.8.9.3. 

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: This was proposed in last by other companies and endorsed. In 5.8.9.3, it is already clear that DRB will be released in case PC5 RLF. This sentence is to align with 5.8.9.3 and add the missing condition for 5.8.9.1.4.1.
	PropAgree

	V023
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[RIL]: V023 [Delegate]: vivo(Boubacar)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3: ToDo Yes: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: According to SA2 spec TS 23.287, there is no so-called trigger as “PC5-S transmission release” from upper layers. If we further check the text from subclause 5.2.1.4 “the V2X layer of each UE for the PC5 unicast link informs the AS layer that the PC5 unicast link has been released.”, we can see only “PC5 unicast link release”.To align with the naming in SA2 spec, we think either SA2 or RRC spec should be modified.
[Proposed Change]: We will bring a contribution to address this issue.

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The RIL is not clear without Tdoc number.

We will directly remove the condition concerned here:

“1>
if a PC5-S transmission release for a specific destination is requested by upper layers:”
Reason is that in the latest TS 23.287, 5.2.1.4, it is now specified that “Upon receiving an indication from the AS layer that the PC5-RRC connection was released due to RLF, the V2X layer in the UE locally releases the PC5 unicast link associated with this PC5-RRC connection.”. This means, if sidelink RLF for a PC5-RRC connection happens, the corresponding PC5-S transmission is also terminated and SL-SRBs for PC5-S shall be released, so that that this condition makes no sense (and the below 2> can be directly merged to prior two “1>”).


	PropAgree 

(with another way of change)

	O311
	[RIL]: O311 [Delegate]: OPPO (Qianxi)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: During the re-set configuration, the HARQ buffer has to be flushed yet not included in the procedure.

[Proposed Change]: Include “re-set MAC” into the steps, and rely on MAC spec to specify the sidelink HARQ buffer flushing operation.

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: It seems there is no SL MAC reset currently. This proposal was not agreed in last meeting running CR view. We can only discuss the “re-set MAC” once MAC spec defines the behaviours for MAC reset.
	PropReject

	V024
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[RIL]: V024 [Delegate]: vivo(Boubacar)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3: ToDo [TDoc]: Yes [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: RAN2 has defined SL-SRB 1/2/3 as specified in subclause 9.1.1.4. For PC5-S or PC5-RRC messages transimitted over those SL-SRBs, at least integirty protection is needed. Acoording to NR Uu, when integirty chech failure happens on SRB1 or SRB2, RRC re-establishment procedure is performed. However, RRC re-establishment procedure is not applicable to NR PC5. The UE behavior is unclear upon detecing integirty check failure concerning SL-SRB1/2/3. Do we simply following SL radio linke failure handling or additonal UE behaivor is needed?
[Proposed Change]: 

[Comments]: We will bring a contribution to address this issue.
	[Rapp]: This issue is also raised in H352. We will discuss this issue together in next meeting.
	Duplicated (with H352)

	H352
	[RIL]: H352 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiao) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: R2-20xxxxx [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: It is not clear now how the UE deal with the integrity check falure for the SL-SRB carrying PC5 RRC connection. Conclusions and potential stardard impacts need to be made by RAN2
[Proposed Change]: We plan to address this issue via a Tdoc. 

- Add the integrity check failure as an additional trigger of SL RLF. 

- Trigger SUI transmission by the integrity check failure with a corresponding failure cause set. 
[Comments]:


	[Rapp]:This issue is also raised in V024. We will discuss this issue together in next meeting.
	DiscMeet

	C403
	 PAGE \# "'页: '#'
'" 
RIL]: C403 [Delegate]: CATT (Da) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: Based on the RAN1 LS R1-2002990, RAN1 asks RAN2 to capture the detail of slot number determination in 38.331
[Proposed Change]: Capture the detail of slot number determination in Section 5.8.12. We are planning to bring a discussion Tdoc with TP for addressing this issue.

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: This has been captured and reviewed in the running CR.
	PropReject

	H332
	
[RIL]: H332 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiaox) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: Add the formula for slot number calculation as per RAN1 LS R1-2002990.

[Proposed Change]: 

When the UE selects GNSS as the synchronization reference source, the DFN, the subframe number within a frame and slot number within a frame used for NR sidelink communication is derived from the current UTC time, by the following formulae:

DFN= Floor (0.1*(Tcurrent –Tref–offsetDFN)) mod 1024

SubframeNumber= Floor (Tcurrent –Tref–offsetDFN) mod 10

SlotNumber= Floor ((Tcurrent –Tref–offsetDFN)*2μ) mod (10*2μ)
Where:

Tcurrent is the current UTC time that obtained from GNSS. This value is expressed in milliseconds;

Tref is the reference UTC time 00:00:00 on Gregorian calendar date 1 January, 1900 (midnight between Thursday, December 31, 1899 and Friday, January 1, 1900). This value is expressed in milliseconds;

OffsetDFN is the value sl-OffsetDFN if configured, otherwise it is zero. This value is expressed in milliseconds.

μ=0/1/2/3 corresponding to the 15/30/60/120 kHz of SCS for SL, respectively.
NOTE 1: In case of leap second change event, how UE obtains the scheduled time of leap second change to adjust Tcurrent correspondingly is left to UE implementation. How UE handles the sudden discontinuity of DFN is left to UE implementation.

NOTE 2: The slot level calculation is defined in subclause 8.2.3.2 in TS 38.211 [16].

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree

	E245
	[RIL]: E245 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The text in the field description is wrong as the OCTET STRING does not “indicate” but “contains” and the SidelinkUEInformation is an RRC message and not an IE.

[Proposed Change]: Change the field description as follow:

This field includes the E-UTRA SidelinkUEInformation message as specified in TS 36.331 [10] for the indication of V2X sidelink information.

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree

	E246
	[RIL]: E246 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The text in the field description is wrong as the OCTET STRING does not “indicate” but “contains” and the UEAssistanceInformation is an RRC message and not an IE.

[Proposed Change]: The the field description as follow:

This field contains the E-UTRA UEAssistanceInformation message as specified in TS 36.331 [10] for the indication of traffic characteristic of sidelink logical channel(s) that are setup for V2X sidelink communication. In this version of specification, the E-UTRA UEAssistanceInformation message can only contain the fields trafficPatternInfoListSL-r14 and/or trafficPatternInfoListSL-v1530.
[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree

	E247
	[RIL]: E247 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: According to the ASN.1 rule, all the fields within the SIB are treated as Need -R (regardless of the need code in the ASN.1). Apart from this, this sentence just mimics the behaviour or a Need R code.

[Proposed Change]: Delete the sentence “If the field is absent, no offset is applied” and change the need code of sl-OffsetDFN-r16 to “Need -R”

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: Without ”If the field is absent, no offset is applied”, it is not clear for the UE behaviours when the field is absent. UE shall consider the sl-OffsetDFN as value 0 when absent (as specified in procedure 5.8.12). So, it is indeed kind of Need S.

Also, as per ASN.1 rule in 6.1.2 of TS 38.331, it says “Any field with Need M or Need N in system information shall be interpreted as Need R.”, which does not include Need S. So Need S here does not break the ASN.1 rule. 
This, i.e. change range (0..1000) to (1..1001) was proposed by other companies in last meeting and included in the endorsed CR. Companies are welcome to double check.
	PropReject

	E248
	[RIL]: E248 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: This field is not a container because is not an OCTET STRING and the content is not an IE specified in LTE. This field is just a list for configuring CBR measurement for V2X sidelink communication.

[Proposed Change]: Change the field description to the following:

List of transmission pools identities to be added/modified for CBR measurement and reporting for V2X sidelink communication

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The intention is correct.
	PropAgree (conditionally, if the original texts are kept after [932] concluded)

	E249
	[RIL]: E249 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: This field is not a container because is not an OCTET STRING and the content is not an IE specified in LTE. This field is just a list for configuring CBR measurement for V2X sidelink communication.

[Proposed Change]: Change the field description to the following:

List of transmission pools identities to be removed for CBR measurement and reporting for V2X sidelink communication.

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The intention is correct.
	PropAgree
(conditionally, if the original texts are kept after [932] concluded)

	E250
	[RIL]: E250 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: This field is not a container but it is just an INTEGER.

[Proposed Change]: Update the field description as follow:

Pool identity to be added, modified or removed for CBR measurement and reporting for V2X sidelink communication.

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The intention is correct.
	PropAgree


	E210
	[RIL]: E210 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3[Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The fields sl-AssistanceConfigEUTRA and sl-AssistanceConfigNR have been changed from ENUMERATED{true} to BOOLEAN. However, now there is no mechanism to release those field.

[Proposed Change]: Proposal is to revert back the fields to ENUMERATED{true} with need code Need R. If this is not acceptable, there should be anyway a mechanism to release the two fields. Best would be to use the SetupRelease structure.

[Comments]: [MediaTek (Nathan)]: We understand that setting the fields to false releases the configuration.  As discussed at RAN2#109bis-e, this construction is exactly equivalent to the SetupRelease {ENUMERATED {true}} that was Ericsson’s original proposal.


	[Rapp]: Agree with MediaTek. This has been discussed in last meeting and endorsed as the current version.
	PropReject


	E260
	[RIL]: E260 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The need code for the case when the field is absent is missing.

[Proposed Change]: Add need code Need R in case the field is absent:

“otherwise it is absent, Need R”.

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	H333
	[RIL]: H333 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiaox) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: Capture the following RAN2 agreement made in RAN2 #109b-e:

1a:  Gather the PHY-MAC-RLC related SL configurations in SL-ConfigDedicatedNR into the same IE, i.e. SL-PHY-MAC-RLC-Config-r16, which can be signalled from DU to CU.

1b: ASN.1 change in the appendix in R2-2004085 is agreed.
[Proposed Change]: Same changes as agreed in the appendix of R2-2004085.

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	H340
	[RIL]: H340 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiao) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The need code for sl-CSI-Acquisition, should be Need R,so that it can be released. 
[Proposed Change]: Change need code to Need R
[Comments]:


	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	H341
	[RIL]: H341 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiao) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo  [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The need code for sl-CSI-SchedulingRequestId, should be Need R,so that it can be released. 
[Proposed Change]: Change need code to Need R
[Comments]:


	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	H342
	[RIL]: H342 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiao) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The need code should be Need M, so that UE can maintain the status once configure, unless reconfigured. 
[Proposed Change]:  Change it to Need M
[Comments]:


	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	H343
	[RIL]: H343 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiao) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The need code should be Need M, so that UE can maintain the status once configure, unless reconfigured. 
[Proposed Change]:  Change it to Need M
[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	H339
	[RIL]: H339 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiao) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: SL-PHY-MAC-RLC-Config is to be newly added, which requires a table for the field descriptin of its child IEs. 
[Proposed Change]: Move the filed description of child IEs of SL-PHY-MAC-RLC-Config into a new table
[Comments]:


	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	H344
	[RIL]: H344 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiao) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]:  Since we have added the sl-Freq-Id, there is no need to keep the sl-SCS-SpecificCarrierList and sl-AbsoluteFrequencyPointA as mandatory.
[Proposed Change]:  Add need code of sl-SCS-SpecificCarrierList
sl-AbsoluteFrequencyPointA to OPTIONAL,  -- Need M .
[Comments]:


	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	H345
	[RIL]: H345 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiao) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The need code should be Need M, so that UE can maintain the status once configure, unless reconfigured. 
[Proposed Change]:  Change it to Need M
[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	H346
	[RIL]: H346 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiao) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The need code should be Need M, so that UE can maintain the status once configure, unless reconfigured. 
[Proposed Change]:  Change it to Need M
[Comments]: [Ericsson] Agree with the change, but then in the procedural text we should have an explit release of the sl-measConfig when needed (need to check the different procedures where the measurement should be not kept by the UE). According to the current and the proposed change, the field cannot be explicit released.


	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.

The comments from Ericsson will be addressed in the running CR.
	PropAgree


	H347
	[RIL]: H347 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiao) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The need code should be Need M, so that UE can maintain the status once configure, unless reconfigured. 
[Proposed Change]:  Change it to Need M
[Comments]:


	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	O315
	[RIL]: O315 [Delegate]: OPPO (Qianxi)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 2 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: out-of-order delivery flag is needed, in order for network to configure it to TX-UE, which further indicate that to Rx-UE.

[Proposed Change]: add out-of-order delivery flag to PDCP configuration here.

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: There is no agreement on this. We will discuss this issue in next meeting.
	DiscMeet

	H348
	[RIL]: H348 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiao) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]:ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]:  The value range of sl-StandardizedPQI-r16 is not aligned with BL CR 38.423 sub-clause 9.2.3.xx PC5 QoS Parameters.
[Proposed Change]: sl-StandardizedPQI-r16   INTEGER (01..83255),
[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	H349
	[RIL]: H349 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiao) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]:  The value range of sl-PriorityLevel-
r16 is not aligned with the ones in SCI.
[Proposed Change]: sl-PriorityLevel-
r16          INTEGER (01..78)
[Comments]:

	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	M116
	 PAGE \# "'Page: '#'
'" 
[RIL]: M116 [Delegate]: MediaTek (Nathan)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 2 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: Wrong number of spares in sl-TransRange (31 values instead of 32).

[Proposed Change]: Add a spare (or an additional value as suggested in M115).

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward. We will add a “spare9”
	PropAgree


	M115
	 PAGE \# "'Page: '#'
'" 
[RIL]: M115 [Delegate]: MediaTek (Nathan)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: With Need M, sl-TransRange cannot be released, i.e. it is not possible to turn off the transmission range feature for an ongoing groupcast service.  Is this the intended behaviour?

[Proposed Change]: Consider adding an infinity value, or switching to Need R (the benefit of delta signalling for this field is pretty small). 

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The value should not be changed and released normally after the RB is configured. So, it seem no need to use the Need R.
	PropReject


	CATT404
	 PAGE \# "'页: '#'
'" 
[RIL]: CATT404 [Delegate]: CATT (Da) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: According to the RAN1 agreements, the zone is configured per communication range requirement per resource pool. However, we think it should guarantee that for the same communication range requirement, the zone configuration is consistent in the Tx resource pool and Rx resource pool. For example, UE1 sends SL groupcast signallings to UE2. UE1 is in RRC_CONNECTED, while UE2 is in OOC. When gNB configures the Tx resource pool to UE1, it should guarantee the consistent zone configuration for the same communication range requirement with the Rx resource pool in the UE2’s pre-configuration.
[Proposed Change]: Proposed to add some descriptions to clarify the zone configurations should be consistent in the Tx resource pool and Rx resource pool for the same communication range requirement. We are planning to bring a discussion Tdoc with TP for addressing this issue.
[Comments]:


	[Rapp]: The proposed clarification can be relied on the correct NW implementation. 

As also discussed in the last meeting, the NW implementation needs to ensure all the necessary configurations to be aligned among RX-TX resource pools, not only limited to this specific configuration. It is not preferable to pick out everything out and give such a restriction, and we need to trust NW implementation. 
	PropReject


	M117
	 PAGE \# "'Page: '#'
'" 
[RIL]: M117 [Delegate]: MediaTek (Nathan)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: R2-20xxxxx [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: sl-PSFCH-RB-Set doesn’t need to be a fixed-length string; if the resource pool is smaller than the full 275 PRBs, the extra bits are wasted.  This is a large string that appears repeatedly in broadcast signalling, so it would be good not to signal needless bits.

[Proposed Change]: Change to SIZE(10..275) to align with the range of sl-RB-Number.

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: The intention seems correct. But this is not aligned with R1 parameter list. Companies are welcome to double check.
	PropAgree


	H350
	[RIL]: H350 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiao) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]:  Based on R1 agreement, T2min is (pre-)configured per priority indicated in SCI. This parameters should be configured per priority.

Agreements:

· T2min is (pre-)configured per priority indicated in SCI from the following set of values:

· {1, 5, 10, 20}*2µ, where µ = 0,1,2,3 for SCS 15,30,60,120 respectively

To do the change to per priority
[Proposed Change]: 
sl-SelectionWindowList-r1
6                 SL-SelectionWindowList-r16 ENUMERATED {n1, n5, n10, n20}                                      OPTIONAL,   -- Need M

SL-SelectionWindowList-r16 ::=     SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..8)) OF SL-SelectionWindowConfig-r16

SL-SelectionWindowConfig-r16 ::=           SEQUENCE {

    sl-Priority-r16                            INTEGER (1..8),

    sl-SelectionWindow-r16                     ENUMERATED {n1, n5, n10, n20}

}

[Comments]:

	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	H351
	[RIL]: H351 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiao) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]:  Clarify the maxmimum ofmaxNrofSL-MeasId-r16, maxNrofSL-ObjectId-r16, maxNrofSL-ReportConfigId-r16 are per destination, rather than per UE
[Proposed Change]:  
maxNrofSL-MeasId-r16                    INTEGER ::= 84      -- Maximum number of sidelink measurement identity (RSRP) per destination

 

maxNrofSL-ObjectId-r16                  INTEGER ::= 64      -- Maximum number of sidelink measurement objects (RSRP) per destination
 

maxNrofSL-ReportConfigId-r16            INTEGER ::= 64      -- Maximum number of sidelink measurement reporting configuration(RSRP) per destination
 

[Comments]:



	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	E262
	[RIL]: E262 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: In the last meeting we agreed to assign a number to each of the sidelink SRB and the sidelink SRB over PC5-RRC is called SL-SRB3.

[Proposed Change]: Update the name of the sidelink SRB as follow:

Sidelink SRB for PC5-RRC ( SL-SRB3

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: This has been addressed in the running CR. 
	PropReject


	O312
	[RIL]: O312 [Delegate]: OPPO (Qianxi)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: a flag to indicate the usage of out-of-order delivery is needed, in order for Rx-UE to know whether out-of-order delivery is needed for PDCP layer.

[Proposed Change]: add a flag of out-of-order here for PC5-RRC.

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: This will be discussed together with O315
	DiscMeet

	H334
	[RIL]: H334 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiaox) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: Capture the following RAN2 agreement made in RAN2 #109b-e:

3: Remove the field of sl-HeaderCompression from RRCReconfigurationSidelink, and, as in LTE SL/V2X SL, pre-configure header compression related parameters for NR SL.

[Proposed Change]: Remove this field as agreed.

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	H330
	[RIL]: H330 [Delegate]: Huawei (Xiaox) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: Capture the following RAN2 agreement made in RAN2 #109b-e:

4: Number SL-SRB configurations for SCCH, with:

  0: SL-SRB configuration carrying PC5-S messages that are not protected.

  1: SL-SRB configuration carrying PC5-S messages "Direct Security Mode Command" and "Direct Security Mode Complete".

  2: SL-SRB configuration carrying other PC5-S messages that are protected.

  3: SL-SRB configuration carrying PC5-RRC messages.
[Proposed Change]: In 5.8.1 and 9.1.1.4, number the SL-SRB configuration based on their usage as per RAN2 agremeent.

[Comments]:



	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	E208
	[RIL]: E208 [Delegate]: Ericsson(Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: According to the LS R2-2004336 we got from RAN3, the sidelink UE information for NR and EUTRA needs to be introduced in the CG-ConfigInfo.

[Proposed Change]: Introduce SidelinkUEInformationNR and SidelinkUEInformationEUTRA in CG-ConfigInfo.

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	M114
	 PAGE \# "'Page: '#'
'" 
[RIL]: M114 [Delegate]: MediaTek (Nathan)  [WI]:V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: sl-RxPool is a list without ToAddMod, in which the element structure (SL-ResourcePool-r16) contains Need M fields.  We agreed in Rel-15 not to do this because the UE handling is unclear.

[Proposed Change]: Replace the flat list with a ToRelease/ToAddMod structure.

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: We agree with the principle. But this may be one special case. sl-RxPool is only included in the HO command (as specified in Cond HO). There is no case to modify its child parameters. Need M is mainly for allowing UE to continue use this after HO.
	PropReject


	O314
	[RIL]: O314 [Delegate]: OPPO (Qianxi)  [WI]:V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: since the ROHC configuration has been moved into pre-configuraiton, whether the maxCID should be moved to pre-configuration as well?

[Proposed Change]: move the maxCID to pre-configuration as well

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	M113
	 PAGE \# "'Page: '#'
'" 
[RIL]: M113 [Delegate]: MediaTek (Nathan)  [WI]:V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: R2-20xxxxx [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: Missing need codes for all fields in SL-QoS-Profile and SL-PQI.

[Proposed Change]: Use Need R, in part because this IE is used in a list without ToAddMod structure (sl-MappedQoS-FlowsList in SL-SDAP-Config).  We will bring a proposal.

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: Agree with the intention.

But, this field is used in both SUI and system information. So we will also add one clarification “Need codes or conditions specified for SL-QoS-Profile do not apply, in case SL-QoS-Profile is included in SidelinkUEInformationNR.”

We can discuss the details in the running CR review
	PropAgree


	M112
	 PAGE \# "'Page: '#'
'" 
[RIL]: M112 [Delegate]: MediaTek (Nathan)  [WI]:V2X [Class]: 2 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The presence description of sl-MappedQoS-Flows is unclearly worded and describes optional presence for individual CHOICE branches (which can’t be marked as OPTIONAL).

[Proposed Change]: Reword to “If the field is included in dedicated signalling, it is set to sl-MappedQoS-FlowsListDedicated; otherwise, it is set fo sl-MappedQoS-FlowsList”.

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	O313
	[RIL]: O313 [Delegate]: OPPO (Qianxi)  [WI]:V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: since the ROHC configuration has been moved into pre-configuraiton, whether the maxCID should be moved to pre-configuration as well?

[Proposed Change]: move the maxCID to pre-configuration as well

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: The proposed changes seem straight forward.
	PropAgree


	B104
	[RIL]: B104 [Delegate]: Lenovo (Lianhai) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: According to the agreement in DCCA topic, UE initiates fast MCG link recovery procedure upon RLF on MCG instead of re-establishment if T316 is configured. Then, UE starts timer T316. Once T316 expires, UE performs re-establishment procedure and starts timer T311. During fast MCG link recovery, at least one of split SRB1 and SRB3 will be configured. If only SRB3 is configured, sidelinkUEinformation message cannot be transmitted to MN via SN because SidelinkUEInformation message is not allowed to be embedded in ULInformationTransferMRDC message. However, UEassistanceinformation message embedded in ULInformationTransferMRDC message is allowed to be transmitted during fast MCG link recovery. We propose that SidelinkUEInformation message is allowed to be embedded in ULInformationTransferMRDC message as well.

[Proposed Change]:

5.7.2a.1
General

……

The purpose of this procedure is to transfer MR-DC dedicated information from the UE to the network e.g. the NR or E-UTRA RRC MeasurementReport, FailureInformation, RRCReconfigurationComplete, UEAssistanceInformation, SidelinkUEInformation or MCGFailureInformation message.
[Comments]:


	[Rapp]: The motivation of proposed change is to allow SUI reporting during fast MCG link recovery procedure. But, without the change, we can just suspend the SUI report for a while. And the SUI can be reported after the MCG recovery successfully, since anyway we need the DL configuration from MN after the recovery succeed. At last, we are not sure we support SUI via SN to MN at all. 
	PropReject


	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


3 Left-overs from Ph1 
· Moved to ASN.1 session (No more handled in V2X session)

	RIL No.
	Comments from the proponent
	Comments from Rapp and companies
	Status

	O310
	[RIL]: O310 [Delegate]: OPPO (Qianxi)  [WI]: V2X [Class]:2 [Status]: ToDo Ph1 [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: v56
[Description]: For inter-RAT CBR measurement configuration and reporting,, e.g., for the UE camped on Uu RAT-1, is configured to perform measurement on PC5 RAT-2 – we have two alternatives:

· Alt-1 (adopted by the running CR): Similar to Uu interface B-series measurement, i.e., UE camped on Uu RAT-1 to perform measurement on Uu RAT-2, via configuration / report via messages defined based on RAT-1, another series of measurement can be defined, in order for UE camped on Uu RAT-1 to perform measurement on PC5 RAT-2, via configuration / report via messages defined based on RAT-1.

· Alt-2: Similar to the introduction of ULInformationTransferMRDC, which is used for UE camped on Uu RAT-1 to perform measurement on Uu RAT-2, via configuration / report via messages defined based on RAT-2, included in ULInformationTransferMRDC as a container. Please note that by using this method, the impact to UE internal variable (e.g., VarMeasConfig) is also avoided.

Considering the ASN.1 impact from Alt-1, Alt-2 is more preferred, due to the avoidance of ASN.1 impact. And according to the running CR, even in Alt-1, one needs to rely on container to carry LTE RRC configuration on resource pool for measurement configuration and threshold configuration. 

[Proposed Change]: 1. Rely on container-based method for inter-RAT PC5-related measurement / report configuration, and 2. Report inter-RAT PC5-related measurement result in ULInformationTransferMRDC message.

We bring a discussion paper and draft-CRs for that R2-2002626/2627/2628..

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: The RIL has already been moved to ASN.1 review session and is now under the discussion of email discussion [Post109bis-e][932]. It needs to be completely handled by ASN.1 session. 
	Move to ASN.1 session

(Discuss together with ASN.1 email discussion [Post109bis-e][932])

	E047
	[RIL]: E047 [Delegate]: Ericsson (Tony) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo Ph1 [TDoc]: R2-2003213 [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: For the case of cross-RAT SL scheduling, the gNB can configure NR SL and LTE SL UEs. However, even if LTE configuration are included in NR RRC, there is not connection for the UE of what to do if the LTE fields are signalled. Therefore, according to current procedural text the cross-RAT feature will not work.

[Proposed Change]: We are planning to bring a CR for addressing this issue.

[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: The RIL proposes a solution that function as a candidate portion of the solution to be concluded from email discussion [Post109bis-e][932] and the draft CR as the outcome. So it needs to be discussed together with all potential solutions in  [Post109bis-e][932] and to be given a conclusion by ASN.1 review session based on the output of that email discussion.

Change to Class 2.
	Move to ASN.1 session

(Discuss together with ASN.1 email discussion [Post109bis-e][932])

	E055
	[RIL]: E055 [Delegate]: Ericsson (Tony)  [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo Ph1 [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: A proper initiation of this procedure is missing and would be good to clarigy when the UE should initiate such procedure and what action should be performed when sending the UEAssistanceInformationEUTRA.

[Proposed Change]: The following changes to the procedural text are proposed:

The initiation and the procedure for the transmission of UEAssistanceInformationEUTRA follow the procedure specified for V2X sidelink communication in subclause 5.6.10 of TS 36.331 [10].
3.1.1.1 5.7.4a.1
Initiation

A UE capable of providing SPS assistance information for NR sidelink communication in RRC_CONNECTED may initiate the procedure in several cases, including upon being configured to provide traffic pattern information and upon change of traffic pattern.

Upon initiating the procedure, the UE shall:

1>
if configured to provide SPS grant assistance information for V2X sidelink communication:

2>
set the content and initiate transmission of the UEAssistanceInformatioEUTRA message in accordance with clause 5.6.10 of TS 36.331 [10] to provide SPS assistance information for V2X sidelink communication;
[Comments]: 

Rapp1: This section is part of the email discussion on ASN.1 remaining issue for LTE/NR (lead by Samsung/Ericsson)..


	[Rapp]: The RIL proposes a solution that function as a candidate portion of the solution to be concluded from email discussion [Post109bis-e][932] and the draft CR as the outcome. So it needs to be discussed together with all potential solutions in [Post109bis-e][932] and to be given a conclusion by ASN.1 review session based on the output of that email discussion. 
Change to Class 2.
	Move to ASN.1 session

(Discuss together with ASN.1 email discussion [Post109bis-e][932])

	E057
	[RIL]: E057 [Delegate]: Ericsson (Tony) [WI]: V2X [Class]: 3 [Status]: ToDo Ph1 [TDoc]: R2-2003210 [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The initiation procedure is missing and is not clear what the UE should do. The reference to LTE specification is correct but there should be a clear indication for the UE on when (or upon which actions) it should go to look at the LTE specification.

[Proposed Change]: We will bring a CR to address this issue.

[Comments]: 

Rapp1: This topic will be addressed in the LTE/NR email discussion on remaining ASN.1 RILs lead by Samsung/Ericsson.

	[Rapp]: The RIL proposes a solution that can function as a portion of the solution to be concluded from email discussion [Post109bis-e][932] and the draft CR as the outcome. So it needs to be discussed together with all potential solutions in  [Post109bis-e][932] and to be given a conclusion by ASN.1 review sessiuon based on the output of that email discussion.

Change to Class 2.
	Move to ASN.1 session

(Discuss together with ASN.1 email discussion [Post109bis-e][932])


· Easy changes conditionally agreed/rejected (pending other discussions, e.g. [932], RAN1, etc.) 

	RIL No.
	Comments from the proponent
	Comments from Rapp and companies
	Status

	S106
	 PAGE \# "'페이지: '#'
'" 
[RIL]: S106 [Delegate]: Samsung(Hyunjeong)  [WI]:V2X [Class]:3 [Status]: ToDo Ph1 [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: v14
[Description]: CBR-PSCCH-ResultsEUTRA is not reported if PSCCH and PSSCH is adjacent.
[Proposed Change]: cbr-PSCCH-ResultsEUTRA-r16        OCTET STRING       OPTIONAL
[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: Pending result email discussion [Post109bis-e][932]: Only when the original texts is still kept after email discussion [932] concluded, can this RIL be considered. Otherwise, it is autonomously rejected.
	PropAgree
(conditionally, if the original texts are kept after [Post109bis-e] [932] concluded)

	S107
	 PAGE \# "'페이지: '#'
'" 
[RIL]: S107 [Delegate]: Samsung(Hyunjeong)  [WI]:V2X [Class]:3 [Status]: ToDo Ph1 [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: v14
[Description]: The field description should be changed to be aligned with that for Event V1 and Event V2 in TS 36.331.
[Proposed Change]: 

Event V1: CBR of V2X sidelink communication becomes better than absolute is above a threshold (as specified in TS 36.331 [10]);

Event V2: CBR of V2X sidelink communication becomes worse than absolute is below a threshold (as specified in TS 36.331 [10]);

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: Pending result email discussion [Post109bis-e][932]: Only when the original texts is still kept after email discussion [932] concluded, can this RIL be considered. Otherwise, it is autonomously rejected.
	PropAgree
(conditionally, if the original texts are kept after [Post109bis-e] [932] concluded)

	S108
	 PAGE \# "'페이지: '#'
'" 
[RIL]: S108 [Delegate]: Samsung(Hyunjeong)  [WI]:V2X [Class]:3 [Status]: ToDo Ph1 [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: v14

[Description]: The IE is for V2X sidelink communication.

[Proposed Change]: 

Type of the configured CBR measurement report for V2X NR sidelink communication.
[Comments]:


	[Rapp]: Pending result email discussion [Post109bis-e][932]: Only when the original texts is still kept after email discussion [932] concluded, can this RIL be considered. Otherwise, it is autonomously rejected.
	PropAgree
(conditionally, if the original texts are kept after [Post109bis-e] [932] concluded)

	S109
	 PAGE \# "'페이지: '#'
'" 
[RIL]: S109 [Delegate]: Samsung(Hyunjeong)  [WI]: V2X [Class]:3 [Status]: ToDo Ph1 [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: v14
[Description]: The IE is for V2X sidelink communication. 
[Proposed Change]: 

Choice of EUTRA NR event triggered reporting criteria.
[Comments]:


	[Rapp]: Pending result email discussion [Post109bis-e][932]: Only when the original texts is still kept after email discussion [932] concluded, can this RIL be considered. Otherwise, it is autonomously rejected.
	PropAgree
(conditionally, if the original texts are kept after [Post109bis-e] [932] concluded)

	S117
	 PAGE \# "'페이지: '#'
'" 
[RIL]: S117 [Delegate]: Samsung(Hyunjeong)  [WI]:V2X [Class]:2 [Status]: ToDo Ph1 [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: v14
[Description]: Since Event C1 and Event C2 are defined for CSI RS resource in E-UTRA, it is better to avoid using C1 and C2 for NR Sidelink communication. 
[Proposed Change]: Use SN (i.e., Event S1 and Event S2) for NR SL CBR measurement and report as in subcluase 5.5.4 in TS 36.331.
[Comments]:
	[Rapp]: Pending result email discussion [Post109bis-e][932]: Only when the original texts is still kept after email discussion [932] concluded, can this RIL be considered. Otherwise, it is autonomously rejected.

Nevertheless, even if the original texts are kept from [Post109bis-e][932], the change of this real seems not acceptable, since in TS 38.331 S1 and S2 have already been occupied by the SL-RSRP measurement reporting., so that it cannot be “double” used here for CBR. It is seen that, C1 and C2, had not been occupied in NR Uu before we introduce them for SL CBR. So current texts have no problem to work. 
	PropReject
(conditionally, if the original texts are kept after [Post109bis-e] [932] concluded)

	O306
	[RIL]: O306 [Delegate]: OPPO (Qianxi)  [WI]:V2X [Class]:2 [Status]: ToDo Ph1 [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: v14
[Description]: For sl-TxPoolScheduling-r16, it is now defined as SL-TxPoolDedicated-r16, which seems needed only if it is possible that UE being configured with multiple pools, so that the structure of addmodlist and releaselist is needed – but the truth is this is not needed, so that there is no need for such addmodlist / releaselist, so sl-TxPoolScheduling-r16 can be directly defined as SL-ResourcePoolConfig-r16.

[Proposed Change]: Define sl-TxPoolScheduling-r16 directly as SL-ResourcePoolConfig-r16.

[Comments]: 


	[Rapp]: Pending final RAN1 agreement in the next meeting. If multiple mode-1 pool cannot be supported finally by them in this release, the change will be accepted; otherwise, it is rejected. 
	PropAgree
(conditionally, if RAN1 finally does not support mode-1 with multiple TX pools)

	V007
	 PAGE \# "'Page: '#'
'" 
[RIL]: V007 [Delegate]: vivo (Boubacar)  [WI]:V2X  [Class]: 2 [Status]: ToDo Ph1 [TDoc]: None [Proposed Conclusion]: 
[Description]: The condition is incorrect. According to LTE V2X, the condition is decribled as follows:

The field is optionally present, need OR, in IE SL-CBR-CommonTxConfigList-r14, or in IE SL-CBR-PreconfigTxConfigList-r14. Otherwise the field is not present. Need OR.
i.e., CBR based tx power control adaptation should be configured for congestion control based tx parameters, not speed based tx parameters

[Proposed Change]: change the condition description as below.

The field is OPTIONALly present, Need R, when SL-CBR-CommonTxConfigList is in SL-UE-SelectedConfig in SIB12 or SL-PreconfigurationNR; otherwise the field is not present, need R.

[Comments]: 
	[Rapp]: RAN1 already made the agreement to folloiw LTE V2X SL. So this change is accepted, and it is now already included in the running CR
	PropAgree



4 Issue discussion
TBD 
5 Conclusion and proposals

TBD 
6 Reference

�Companies’ views already collected during last meeting [Offline-701]. So they should be directly given a conclusion online, without much sense to discuss them offline via email again. We’ll bring them (including the voting situation) in the summary to be submitted. 


�For the PropAgree ones, we will include them in the draft CR of this email discussion [952]. For PropReject ones, if flagged, will be discussed also during the meeting. 





Note that for those PropAgree/PropReject ones, if not flagged, they should be turned to ConcAgree/ConcReject online. 


�For these issues, they should be discovered together with email discussion [Post109bis-e][932][LTE/NR/ASN.1], because ASN.1 moderator had already taken them in the last meeting. 





It is impossible, in any form, that they are asked to be discussed in V2X session again, as we have no time to do so (after the [932] is concluded online next meeting). 


�These are the very easy changes, that can be directly agreed/rejected as long as the conditions placed in the status column can be met:


- S107~109 and S117 can follow the proposed conclusion if their original texts are kept after [932] is concluded


- O306 depends on final RAN1 conslusion after next meeting


- V007 is already fixed in the running CR based on last-RAN1-meeting agreement. 
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