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Introduction
This is to kick off the offline discussion on [POST115-e][712][V2X/SL] 38.321 running CR (LG):
· [POST115-e][712][V2X/SL] 38.321 running CR (LG)

Scope: Prepare the running CR with the agreements made up to now. Rapporteur can provide stage 3 open issue list to help further discussion. 


Intended outcome: 38.321 running CR to be endorsed. Open issue list for stage 3 discussion.

Deadline: Long email discussion
Two word files are provided for this email thread: one for discussion on stage 3 open issues and one for the actual running CR to 38.321 with corresponding RAN2 agreements in word memos. Please directly provide your comment on the running CR desirably with word memos, if your comment is not related to the open issue listed below. Open issues to be discussed directly on Running CR are not included in this document.
Issues for a running CR to 38.321
Issue 5.22.1.4.1.3-1: Priority order of SL DRX Command MAC CE
RAN2 previously agreed in RAN2#113-e that SL DRX Command MAC CE is introduced for SL DRX operation in unicast. RAN2 should discuss the priority order of the Sidelink DRX Command MAC CE.
Priority order of Sidelink MAC CE is specified in 38.321 as follows:
Logical channels shall be prioritised in accordance with the following order (highest priority listed first):

-
data from SCCH;

-
Sidelink CSI Reporting MAC CE;

-
data from any STCH.
Thus, one of the options is to have the same priority order of Sidelink CSI Reporting MAC CE.
Q5.22.1.4.1.3-1: Which option do you prefer for priority order of Sidelink DRX Command MAC CE?
a) Same priority order of Sidelink CSI Reporting MAC CE
b) Between data from SCCH and Sidelink CSI Reporting MAC CE
c) Between Sidelink CSI Reporting MAC CE and data from any STCH
d) Any other
	Company
	Option
	Comment

	OPPO
	b or c
	

	Sharp
	a)
	

	vivo
	b, but fine with a
	In practice, setting the priority order of Sidelink DRX Command to be higher than that of SCCH is enough.

	Ericsson
	c
	It is sufficient to have a priority order lower than CSI reporting MAC CE.

	LG
	a or b or c
	


Rapporteur Summary: Out of 5 companies

Option-a: 3
Option-b: 3
Option-c: 3
Option-d: 0
The view is diverse. Also, there are too few companies involved in the discussion, so a re-discussion is necessary.

Issue 5.x.1-1: Starting point of sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer in case of HARQ feedback disabled 
RAN2 has not yet discussed when the Rx UE starts the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer in the HARQ feedback disabled case.

Thus, RAN2 should discuss when the RX UE should start the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer in case of HARQ feedback disabled.
Rapporteur think that for the case where the TX UE schedules more than one sidelink resource through the SCI, it is reasonable to assume that a blind retransmission will not be scheduled before the UE finishes all the transmission opportunities scheduled through the SCI.
Q5.x.1-1: Which option do you prefer for starting point of sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer in case of HARQ feedback disabled?

a) started at the first slot after the end of last PSSCH resource scheduled through SCI
b) started at the first slot after the first slot of SCI reception
c) Any other?
	Company
	Option
	Comment

	OPPO
	b
	Resource reselection may happen anyway

	Sharp
	b)
	

	vivo
	b
	

	Ericsson
	b
	Share the same view as OPPO

	LG
	a
	


Rapporteur Summary: Out of 5 companies

Option-a: 1
Option-b: 4
Option-c: 0
There are few companies participating in the discussion, so it is difficult to judge option-b as a majority view. A re-discussion is necessary.
Also, for the HARQ Feedback Disabled Case, it has not been determined whether the HARQ RTT timer value is set to a fixed "0" or can have a different value. The understanding of the starting time of the HARQ RTT timer may change depending on this decision, so it is necessary to discuss the HARQ RTT timer value first.
Issue 6.1.3.x-1: Priority value of SL DRX Command MAC CE
RAN2 should discuss and decide the priority value of the Sidelink DRX Command MAC CE. One of the options is to have the same priority vaue (e.g., fixed value “1”) of Sidelink CSI Reporting MAC CE.
Q6.1.3.x-1: Can Sidelink DRX Command MAC CE's priority value be set to a fixed value (i.e., “1”)?

a) Yes
b) No
c) Any other?
	Company
	Yes or no
	Comment

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	Sharp
	Yes
	

	vivo
	c, but fine with a
	It depends on what has been chosen in Q5.22.1.4.1.3-1. If the answer in Q5.22.1.4.1.3-1 is not a), the Sidelink DRX Command MAC CE's priority value should be (pre)-configurable, depending on the priority of SCCH.

However, we are also fine with a) for simplicity.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	Since this priority order is mainly used for prioritization between SL and UL. Therefore, this question doesn’t depend on in Q5.22.1.4.1.3-1.

	LG
	Yes
	


Rapporteur Summary: Out of 5 companies

Option-a (Yes): 5
Option-b (No): 0
Option-c (Any other): 1
All companies have commented that the Sidelink DRX Command MAC CE's priority value can be set to "1". But, there are too few companies involved in the discussion, so a re-discussion is necessary.

Recommendation 1.

There are too few companies participating in the discussion, making it difficult to derive the majority view. Rapporteur recommends revisiting the above issues in the #116-e meeting.
Conclusion and recommendation
