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2 Discussions
R1-2306551 provides following draft:
	Reason for change:
	The chair notes from RAN1#112bis-e record:
Issue #12: Correction on description of valid PSFCH occasion for scheme 2 in TS 38.213
R1-2303854	Correction on description of valid PSFCH occasion for scheme 2 in TS 38.213	Huawei, HiSilicon
Note: Issue #12 will be treated at the next maintenance meeting
Hence, we submit it to RAN1#114. This portion of the cover sheet will be deleted in any final CR.

According to RAN1#108-e agreement below, in order to be UE-B, the PSFCH occasions for resource conflict information of each pair of UEs should not be passed. In current TS 38.213, two timing conditions should be met for UE-A to determine a UE-B, i.e., the time gap between SCI and associated PSFCH (“the first SCI format 1-A and the second SCI format 1-A are not received later than sl-MinTimeGapPSFCH before the PSFCH occasion for conflict information”) and transmission occasion of the PSFCH is not passed (“the PSFCH occasions for resource conflict information of the second UE and the third UE are valid”). “valid” is used to describe the second condition, but there is no meaning given to the word ‘‘valid’’, and interpretations may differ when implementing the specification. Therefore, “not passed” should be captured as in agreement.
Agreement:
Confirm the following working assumption with modification in RED. Note that the terminology of “indicationUEB flag” means the indication of whether UE scheduling a conflict TB can be UE-B or not.
· Working Assumption:
· For Condition 2-A-1 in Scheme 2, when “a non-destination UE of a TB transmitted by UE-B can be UE-A” is enabled or when “a non-destination UE of a TB transmitted by UE-B can be UE-A” is disabled and the destination UE of the conflicting TBs is UE-A, 
· for each pair of UEs scheduling the conflicting TBs whose PSFCH occasions for resource conflict indication are not yet passed and indicationUEB flag is set to 1 if the higher parameter of indicationUEBScheme2 is (pre)configured to ‘Enabled’, a UE with the higher priority value is UE-B. When the UEs in the pair have the same priority value, UE-A determines one of the UEs to be UE-B by its implementation. 
· UE-A considers the SCIs received earlier than or equal to sl-MinTimeGapPSFCH before the PSFCH occasion for conflict indication when determining UE-B.


	
	

	Summary of change:
	Correct description on PSFCH occasion by replacing “valid” with “not passed”.

	
	

	Consequences if not approved:
	No definition given of when a PSFCH occasion is considered “valid”, risking differing interpretations among UEs.



16.3.0	UE procedure for transmitting PSFCH with control information
< Unchanged parts are omitted >
A first UE determines a second UE for providing the conflict information to in a PSFCH as follows
-	if the first UE is an intended receiver of the second UE for a reserved resource of a PSSCH transmission in a slot,
-	does not expect to perform reception on the sidelink due to half-duplex operation in the slot, 
-	the PSFCH occasion for resource conflict information of the second UE is not passedvalid,
-	the conflict information receiver flag in SCI format 1-A from the second UE is set to 1, if sl-IndicationUE-B = 'enabled', and
-	determines to transmit to the second UE the PSFCH with the conflict information.
A first UE determines a UE for providing the conflict information to in a PSFCH as follows
-	if, for a resource pool, sl-TypeUE-A is not provided, the first UE has been indicated a first reserved resource and a second reserved resource as resources for PSSCH reception or, if for a resource pool sl-TypeUE-A is provided, has been indicated at least the first reserved resource or the second reserved resource for PSSCH reception,
-	detects a first SCI format 1-A that includes a first priority value, , and the first reserved resource for PSSCH transmission from a second UE,
-	detects a second SCI format 1-A that includes a second priority value, , and the second reserved resource for PSSCH transmission from a third UE, and
-	determines that the first and second resources overlap in time and frequency
-	the PSFCH occasions for resource conflict information of the second UE and the third UE are validnot passed
-	the conflict information receiver flag in SCI Format 1-A from the second UE and the third UE is set to 1, if sl-IndicationUE-B = 'enabled' 
-	determines the first SCI format 1-A and the second SCI format 1-A are not received later than sl-MinTimeGapPSFCH before the PSFCH occasion for conflict information
-	determines to transmit to the second UE the PSFCH with the conflict information
-	determines to transmit to either the second UE or the third UE the PSFCH with the conflict information, if 
< Unchanged parts are omitted >

Q: Do you agree with the draft CR in R1-2306551?
	Company
	Agree?
	Comments

	xiaomi
	
	Editorial issue, we are open to discuss it.

	
	
	

	
	
	



3 Conclusions

Agreement
Draft CR in R1-2306551 is endorsed.
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