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Introduction
The original plan of Rel-17 NR_SL_enh was due for stage-3 completion by Q4 of 2021 in RAN1 and Q1 of 2022 in other working groups, but the complete level of RAN1 work is critically behind the scheme. At RAN#94-e meeting, it was discussed how to handle this situation and the following agreements were made [1].

	Agreement

Proposal 1: RAN1 is tasked to complete the remaining normative work for Rel-17 NR sidelink enhancement by Q1 of 2022
All RAN1 decisions that impact other WGs should be finalized in RAN1#107bis-e

Proposal 2: Use the list of open issues provided RP-212880 (status report of WI: NR sidelink enhancement) as a starting point for technical discussions in RAN1. 

This does not mean that all the issues included in the list are considered essential or the list is complete
RAN1 should not spend additional effort to further refine the list
 



[bookmark: _Ref36559568]However, the agreement still does not completely solve the question of what are the essential issues and how RAN1 should proceed with the remaining issues. 

At RAN#95-e, further agreement about SL DRX 

	Agreement

Proposal 1:  Rel-17 sidelink enhancement WI is declared completed and therefore, an exception sheet is not
needed

Proposal 2:  Following issues are to be handled as part of RAN1 maintenance work
 
− Finalization of UE-B’s behavior when it receives both preferred resource set and non-preferred resource set from the same UE-A or different UE-As
 
− Finalization of relationship between start/end slots of resource selection window used for sidelink
transmission carrying inter-UE coordination information and start/end slots of resource selection
window for determining the set of resources

 Proposal 3:  When SL DRX active time of RX UE is provided by the higher layer for candidate resource
selection
− Solution 5 (up to UE implementation): If there is no candidate single-slot resource remained within the
indicated SL DRX active time in the set SA after completing the iterations from step 4) to 7) to fulfil
X·M_”total”, the UE based on its implementation selects and includes at least one candidate single-slot
resources within the indicated SL DRX active time in the set SA.




Proposal 4:  Split FG 32-2 into two sub-FGs

· One sub-FG for support of only S-SSB reception
· Another sub-FG for support of PSFCH reception with pre-requisite of S-SSB reception
 




In this contribution, we will provide our views on the how to proceed with the remaining issues on RAN1’s work. 
Discussion 

In RAN#94e, decision was made to extend the completion time for this WID since the progress was behind the original schedule. Since there are still some remaining details that need to be finalized before the WI is fully completed, the periodization of reaming issues was discussed. The list of open issues provided in [1] is only an incomplete list of suggestion collected from companies before RAN#94-e. This is indicated by the note in [1] that ‘there is no consensus has been reached in RAN1 on whether each issue in the following list is essential to the completion of the WI and whether the list is complete.  
RAN plenary further reached agreement on some of the issue during discussion. Note the guidance from RAN plenary indicates only the essential issues should be further discussed in the remaining meetings. 
In the following WG meeting RAN1#107bis-e and RAN1#108-e, the progress for this WID is encouraging, with many of design aspects have been completed. However, there are still some remaining issue, include some contentious one that are not resolved so far. Although RAN plenary indicates RAN1 should not spend additional effort to further refine the list. It is noted that there are some issues in the list [1] that had already been discussed with many meeting time. 

In RAN#95e, further guidance regarding the issues handled in the maintenance work are given. Given the nature of the maintenance phase and the available TU, RAN1 should focus on essential issues/changes for the completion of the WI avoid continue discussion on non-essential issues.
 
Proposal 1: RAN1 should focus on essential issues/changes for the completion of WI and avoid reopen discussion on non-essential issues that had been already spent enough meeting time. 



[bookmark: _GoBack]During RAN1 discussion, it has come to realization that there are different understanding regarding some of the previous RAN1 agreement.  One example is as follows.

	Agreement

Conditions in which contiguous partial sensing is performed by UE, when at least all of the followings are met:
· L1 [is expected to be or] is triggered by higher layer to report resources for resource (re-)selection in a mode 2 Tx pool
· FFS: When the trigger will be received by L1
· The resource pool is (pre-)configured to enable partial sensing
· Partial sensing is configured by higher layer in the UE
 



Although the agreement clearly indicates the conditions listed are only necessary condition with the wording ‘at least’.  Some companies contend to interpret the agreement without the wording ‘at least’.
Another example is as follows:

	Agreement

In contiguous partial sensing for resource (re)selection, TA and TB values can be zero, positive or negative 
· TA and TB values or range depend on different operating scenarios or conditions (e.g., periodic/aperiodic traffic, predictability of triggering slot n, remaining PDB, re-evaluation/pre-emption checking, HARQ feedback, CBR/CR parameter, power saving, etc)
· FFS details
· FFS: details of how periodic-based partial sensing and contiguous partial sensing are used for re-evaluation and pre-emption checking. Including how to reduce UE’s power consumption (caused by additional sensing operation of re-evaluation/pre-emption) after its resource selection, with the considerations of different operating scenarios or conditions (e.g., pre-emption enabled/disabled, HARQ-ACK enabled/disabled, etc).
 



The agreement clearly defines the value range of the TA and TB (zero, positive and negative). Without any further agreement on the issue, the range of value should fall back to this original agreement. However, this is challenged during discussion.
It is unfortunate that the discussion ends up with this kind of situation. To avoid this situation, it should be made clear that RAN1 agreement should only be interpreted literally and not based on any assumed implications that were never agreed. It would be beneficial to align the understanding on these issues. However, if this is not possible, given the available TU for discussion, related UE behavior should be based on already agreed draft CR.
Proposal 2:  RAN1 agreement should only be interpreted literally and not based on any assumed implications that were never agreed.



[bookmark: _Ref36559580]Conclusion
In this contribution, the  remaining issues on Rel-17 NR_SL_enh  for the maintenance phase were discussed. Particularly, we have following proposals.
Proposal 1: RAN1 should focus on essential issues/changes for the completion of WI and avoid reopen discussion on non-essential issues that had been already spent enough meeting time. 

Proposal 2:  RAN1 agreement should only be interpreted literally and not based on any potential implications that were never agreed.
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