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1. Introduction
It was agreed that in RAN2#108 that CSI reporting MAC CE report is triggered by indication from lower layer,
Agreements on CSI report: 

1: 
Reporting SL CSI via MAC CE (with one OCTET) identified by new LCID.

2:
RAN2 assumes 1-bit RI and a single 4-bits for CQI based on Uu and will ask RAN1 if ok.

3:
CSI reporting MAC CE report is triggered by indication from lower layer.
4:
CSI report event shall be cancelled if the CSI report has been transmitted. CSI report is one-shot transmission. 
According to [2], a CSI report could be triggered when a CSI request field is set as ‘1’.

A possible way could be figured out is that based on the indication that CSI request is set as ‘1’, CSI reporting could be triggered in a receiving UE.
However, considering Layer-1ID in a SCI is not contention free, there is going to a Layer-2 ID check when the associated TB is decoded successfully.
Based on our understanding on [3], a CSI reporting is triggered before Layer-2 ID is checked. Consequently, a false CSI reporting could be triggered in a receiving UE when the associated SCI and TB is not addressed to the receiving UE. Here is going to discuss this issue here and find a way forward.
2. Discussion
A false CSI reporting could be triggered in the following cases.
Case 1- The Layer-1 ID associated with a CSI request is not the one interested by the receiving UE.
To be exactly, it could be either the 16 MSB of any of the Source Layer-2 ID(s) of the receiving UE are not equal to the Destination ID in the corresponding SCI, or the 8 MSB of any of the Destination Layer-2 ID(s) of the UE are not equal to the Source ID in the corresponding SCI.
 In this case, the CSI request is not addressed to the receiving definitely. And it should be clarified a CSI reporting should not be triggered in this case.

Case 2- The Layer-1 ID associated with a CSI request is interested by the receiving UE but there is no CSI configuration associated with the unicast identified by the Lay 1-ID. 

It occurs in collision of Layer-1ID. CSI configuration is provided by PC5-RRC for a unicast associated with a pair of Layer-2 IDs. Before Layer-2 ID is identified, it could be considered as associated a pair of Layer 1 IDs and applied.

If there is no CSI configuration associated with the received Layer 1ID, the receiving UE could not perform any CSI evaluation at all even when a CSI reporting is triggered. Problem could be occur when a CSI report MAC CE is generated since PHY could only provide no result or incorrect result of CSI report.
Case 3 – The Layer-1 ID associated with a CSI request is interested by the receiving UE but the Lay-2 ID is not the one the receiving UE has. 
Layer-1 ID is just part of Lay 2-ID. To identify a MAC PDU addressed to the receiving UE or not, there is a final check when the TB is decoded successfully.

If Layer-2 ID check is ok, the MAC PDU is addressed to the receiving UE and so do the CSI trigger. Otherwise, the CSI trigger is not addressed to the receiving UE and obviously the triggered CSI report should be cancelled.

So a false CSI report could be triggered in the cases above, RAN2 is proposed to confirm that the triggering of a false CSI report associated with a CSI request could result in unnecessary grant occupation and SR trigger and find a way to avoid them.

Proposal 1: RAN2 to confirm a false CSI report triggering associated with a CSI request in the cases below could be an issue and find a way to avoid them.

· Case 1: The Layer-1 ID associated with a CSI request is not the one interested by the receiving UE

· Case 2: The Layer-1 ID associated with a CSI request is interested by the receiving UE but there is no CSI configuration associated with the unicast identified by the Layer 1-ID.

· Case 3: The Layer-1 ID associated with a CSI request is interested by the receiving UE but the Layer-2 ID is not the one the receiving UE has.
If proposal 1 is agreed by RAN 2, possible solutions are proposed. For Case 1, it should be clarified a CSI report is triggered when the Layer-1 ID associated with a CSI request is interested by the receiving UE. For Case 2, it could be further clarified that the Layer-1 ID is associated with a CSI configuration. For Case 3, the triggered CSI reporting should be cancelled if the MAC PDU is not addressed to the receiving UE. 

In a summary, it is proposed that
Proposal 2: Clarify a SL CSI reporting is triggered when the Layer-1 ID associated with a CSI request is interested by the receiving UE and is associated with a CSI configuration.

Proposal 3: A triggered CSI reporting should be cancelled if a MAC PDU associated with the CSI request is not addressed to the receiving UE.
3. Conclusion
We have discussed a false CSI report triggering and proposed that
Proposal 1: RAN2 to confirm a false CSI report triggering associated with a CSI request in the cases below could be an issue and find a way to avoid them.

· Case 1: The Layer-1 ID associated with a CSI request is not the one interested by the receiving UE

· Case 2: The Layer-1 ID associated with a CSI request is interested by the receiving UE but there is no CSI configuration associated with the unicast identified by the Layer 1-ID.

· Case 3: The Layer-1 ID associated with a CSI request is interested by the receiving UE but the Lay-2 ID is not the one the receiving UE has.
Proposal 2: Clarify a SL CSI reporting is triggered when the Layer-1 ID associated with a CSI request is interested by the receiving UE and is associated with a CSI configuration.

Proposal 3: A triggered CSI reporting should be cancelled if a MAC PDU associated with the CSI request is not addressed to the receiving UE.
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