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1	Introduction
RAN1 received the LS in R1-2104559 (R2-2104475) with the following question:
	Besides, in the current MAC specification TS 38.321, it is captured for mode 2 that
	[bookmark: _Toc60791815][bookmark: _Toc52796536][bookmark: _Toc52752074][bookmark: _Toc46490379]5.22.1.2 TX resource (re-)selection check
[…]
1>	if retransmission of a MAC PDU on the selected sidelink grant has been dropped by either sidelink congestion control as specified in clause 8.1.6 of TS 38.214 or de-prioritization as specified in clause 16.2.4 of TS 38.213 [6], clause 5.4.2.2 of TS 36.321 [22] and clause 5.4.2.2:
2>	remove the resource(s) from the selected sidelink grant associated to the Sidelink process, if the resource(s) of the selected sidelink grant is indicated for re-evaluation or pre-emption by the physical layer;
2>	randomly select the time and frequency resource from the resources indicated by the physical layer as specified in clause 8.1.4 of TS 38.214 [7] for either the removed resource or the dropped resource, according to the amount of selected frequency resources, the selected number of HARQ retransmissions and the remaining PDB of either SL data available in the logical channel(s) by ensuring the minimum time gap between any two selected resources of the selected sidelink grant in case that PSFCH is configured for this pool of resources, and that a resource can be indicated by the time resource assignment of a SCI for a retransmission according to clause 8.3.1.1 of TS 38.212 [9];



i.e., the minimum time gap between any two selected resources of the selected sidelink grant is ensured as long as PSFCH is configured for the pool when the UE performs resource (re-)selection. The current text is specified considering that when the UE performs resource (re-)selection, it may not be able to predict the necessity of HARQ feedback until later when the MAC PDU is generated (as captured in TS 38.321 section 5.22.1.4.1.2). In other words, if the UE performing resource (re-)selection decides that there is no need for HARQ feedback and thus no need to secure minimum gap, but later when generating MAC PDU realizes that HARQ feedback is actually needed for the MAC PDU, it may not be possible to perform transmissions on that (re-)selected resource due to not satisfying the minimum time gap.
RAN2 understands that it is not aligned with RAN1 agreement made in RAN1 #100-e meeting and thus discussed the issue in RAN2#113, but with no consensus to change MAC specification to align with RAN1 agreement.
RAN1 #100e Agreements:
0. In Step 2, a UE ensures a minimum time gap Z = a + b between any two selected resources of a TB where a HARQ feedback for the first of these resources is expected 
0. ‘a’ is a time gap between the end of the last symbol of the PSSCH transmission of the first resource and the start of the first symbol of the corresponding PSFCH reception determined by resource pool configuration and higher layer parameters of MinTimeGapPSFCH and periodPSFCHresource 
‘b’ is a time required for PSFCH reception and processing plus sidelink retransmission preparation including multiplexing of necessary physical channels and any TX-RX/RX-TX switching time and is determined by UE implementation
Q2: RAN2 respectfully requests RAN1 to provide feedback in case of any concern on the MAC specification above.



2	Discussion
As pointed out by RAN2, the specification text is not aligned with the above RAN1 agreement. RAN2 are concerned that consecutive resource may be selected without respecting the minimum HARQ RTT gap between them under the assumption that they are to be used for transmitting a TB without SL HARQ FB, but later be used to transmitting a TB with SL HARQ FB.
In our view, the concern by RAN2 is already addressed by the following agreements made by RAN1. 
	Agreements:
· It is up to UE implementation to reselect any pre-selected but not reserved resource which is still in the identified resource set after Step 1 in order to ensure the timing restrictions during reselection triggered by re-evaluation and/or pre-emption
· The timing restrictions at least include the HARQ RTT related minimum gap Z agreed in RAN1#100e
· FFS how to handle the case that there is no resources satisfying the timing restrictions in the identified resource set after Step 1
Agreements:
· In case a UE cannot find a resource in the identified candidate resource set fulfilling the minimum HARQ RTT time gap, it is up to UE implementation how to handle it but without violating the HARQ RTT minimum time gap


Thus, there should be no problem with capturing the correct behaviour in the specification. We believe that RAN2 should align their specification with the RAN1 agreement.
[bookmark: _Toc71624928]Request RAN2 to align the RAN2 specification with the RAN1 agreements.
We have prepared a draft reply LS in R1-2105898.
3	Conclusion
Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	Request RAN2 to align the RAN2 specification with the RAN1 agreements.

