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Introduction
This document provides the summary of the contributions submitted to AI 6.4.2 on the CP corrections for 5G V2X with NR SL WI. Proposals and recommendations on how to treat them are given from the Rapporteur’s point of view.  
Miscellaneous Correction CRs for RRC
Rel-16 miscellaneous corrections CRs
Editors for Rel-16 WI Cat B CRs are asked to, if needed, prepare or be ready to prepare (at the meeting) a miscellaneous corrections CR for their WI/TS. Companies are encouraged to coordinate with the Cat B CR editors for small changes, clarifications, text enhancements etc.
Following the rule set by RAN2 chairman above, Huawei, Hisilicon, as the R16 NR V2X RRC CR editor companies, provided miscellaneous correction CRs for TS 38.331 and TS 36.331, respectively in R2-2010300 and R2-2010495. 
Some other companies also provide miscellaneous Correction CRs, which mainly provide changes that are straightforward and with potentially easy agreements (e.g. editorial changes, clarification, naming alignment, etc.), for TS 38.331/TS 36.331. A list of them are as follows: 
R2-2009664, R2-2009702, R2-2009706, R2-2009709, R2-2009710, R2-2009826, R2-2010300, R2-2010495, R2-2009405, R2-2009714, R2-2010235, R2-2009778, R2-2009703, R2-2009712, R2-2008878, R2-2009718.
As per the guideline from the RAN2 chairman, it is thus proposed that V2X RRC Rapp is assigned with an offline discussion for miscellaneous correction CR discussion/revision, for TS 38.331 and TS 36.331, covering the above listed CRs.
Proposal 1: An offline discussion is assigned to V2X RRC Rapp for miscellaneous correction RRC CR review and update, by taking R2-2010300 and R2-2010495 as the baselines and covering above listed miscellaneous correction CRs. The outcome are agreeable miscellaneous correction CRs for TS 38.331 and TS 36.331.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]ASN.1 related corrections
Topic 3-1: Correction on sl-TimerResource-r16
List of Tdoc: R2-2009407 (Change 1), R2-2009049
Summary:  It was found by the above two CRs that the field sl-TimeResource should be a variable bit map as per RAN1 prameter sheet (R1-2005050), but is now erroneously specified as an INTEGER as follows:
sl-TimeResource-r16                INTEGER (10..160)                              OPTIONAL,-- Need M
The current signalling does not work. So it needs to be corrected in an ASN.1 BC way, i.e. change the existing sl-TimeResource-r16 into “dummy” and add the correct field with non-critical extension.
Proposal 3-1: Agree the intention of the CR in R2-2009407 and R2-2009049, i.e. change the existing sl-TimeResource-r16 into “dummy” and add the correct field which is a variable BIT STRING as non-critical extension.

Topic 3-2: Addition of the missing L1 parameter timeGapFirstSidelinkTransmission (see R1-2003190)
List of Tdoc: R2-2009704, R2-2009407 (Change 2)
Summary: This L1 parameter was originally specified as sl-DCI-ToSL-Trans-r16 in “-g10”, but was removed from “-g20” based on the ASN.1-related consideration, with its values still undefined by RAN1 (thus leaving an value “ffs” in the “-g10” version). Therefore, the above two CRs propose to add it back, as this parameter is indispensable for NR SL mode-1 to work. The difference of the above CRs is that one of them proposes to wait for RAN1 decision, whereas the other proposes to directly conclude the values by RAN2. As this parameter is eventually a L1 parameter, rapporteur’s recommendation is to await RAN1 conclusion, and then capture it accordingly during the related CR review offline discussion. Surely, the new field addition should also be in an ASN.1 BC way, i.e. adding it as a non-critical extension.
Proposal 3-2: RAN2 waits for RAN1 decision on the value range for L1 parameter timeGapFirstSidelinkTransmission. After RAN1 concludes it, capture this parameter in an ASN.1 BC way (i.e. via non-critical extension) into TS 38.331. 

Topic 3-3: Correction on S-SSB periodicity values (i.e. sl-NumSSB-WithinPeriod)
List of Tdoc: R2-2009705, R2-2008784
Summary: The above two CRs propose to remove the values which RAN1 agreed to not support for S-SSB periodicity, as per the following agreements in RAN1#98:
• Do not support 2/4/8 as the number of S-SSB transmissions within one S-SSB period for 15/30/60 KHz SCS for FR1, respectively.
Therefore, these values not supported should be removed from the field description of the sl-NumSSB-WithinPeriod as proposed by the above two CRs. 
Proposal 3-3: Agree the intention of the CR in R2-2009705 and R2-2008784, i.e. remove the values 15/30/60 KHz SCS for FR1 in the field description of the sl-NumSSB-WithinPeriod.

Topic 3-4: Correction on the conditional presence for the thresholds for SL/UL TX prioritization
List of Tdoc: R2-2009989
Summary: The CR proposes to change the conditional presence for the SL/UL prioritization threshold with the following reasons. RAN2#111-e agreed that the fields sl-PrioritizationThres-r16 and ul-PrioritizationThres-r16 are configured to the UE together or not at all, i.e. there is no case where only one threshold is configured.
· This restriction was captured in 38.331 for the scheduled (mode 1) case with a conditional table saying that each field is mandatory present if the other is configured, which, however, means that the network is required to include both fields in every message containing the MAC-MainConfigSL if the values are configured to the UE.  Thus, for example, if the network wants to change the BSR-Config, it must re-signal both prioritization thresholds even though they have not changed.  This makes the Need M behaviour vacuous.
· The restriction was not captured for the UE-selected (mode 2) case.
From the Rapporteur’s perspective, the changes seem to be reasonable and the intention of the CR seems to be agreeable. 
Proposal 3-4: Agree the intention of the CR in R2-2009989, i.e. remove the conditional presence and explain in the field description that for both mode-1 and mode-2 the two thresholds are not separately configured.

Topic 3-5: Correction on the field description for the value range of sl-TimerInterval
List of Tdoc: R2-2009053
Summary: The CR points out that sl-TimeInterval which is used to indicate the slot interval between neighbouring sidelink SSBs is with a range of “0 ~ 639” in the current specification; however, it is meaningless to define a slot interval as zero ms and the slot interval of 640 is missing. Therefore the CR proposes to add some clarification in the field description that the value range 0 ~ 639 are actually used as 1 ~ 640.
Proposal 3-5: Agree the intention of the CR in R2-2009053, i.e. clarify in the field description of sl-TimerInterval that the value range 0 ~ 639 is used as 1 ~ 640.

Topic 3-6: Correction on the field description of sl-ResourceReservePeriodList
List of Tdoc: R2-2010421
Summary: The CR proposes to add a missing agreement from RAN1 #101that “A UE is expected to be (pre-)configured with a set sl-ResourceReservePeriod containing value of 0 ms”, in the field description of sl-ResourceReservePeriodList,. This looks decent and straightforward, and therefore, rapporteur recommends to agree on the intention of this CR. 
Proposal 3-6: Agree the intention of the CR in R2-2010421, i.e. add the missing RAN1 agreement into the field description of sl-ResourceReservePeriodList as proposed by this CR. 

Topic 3-7: Correction on the sl-Bandwidth in SIB13
List of Tdoc: R2-2009317
Summary: This contribution proposes that the current sl-Bandwidth in SIB13 intended for NR Uu control of V2X SL is problematic. The reason, as described by this contribution, is that this field (if directly included in the SIB) should have been used in TS 36.331 to determine the bandwidth of an LTE SL carrier, when the LTE SL carrier is the serving carrier of the cell from which the V2X-Specific SIB is received (see 5.10.7.4, TS 36.331), but now for the NR Uu control of V2X SL, the serving carrier from which SIB13 is received is an NR carrier for which this field cannot be directly applied as for an E-UTRA serving carrier. 
From the rapporteur point of view, the issue proposed by this contribution may exist. With respect to the two options listed in this contribution, it seems not quite appropriate to include an E-UTRA ARFCN, as proposed by option 1, directly in the SIB13, since now for the NR Uu control of LTE V2X SL the serving carrier where the SIB13 is received now is an NR carrier frequency which, at least in logic, should not be regarded as an LTE SL carrier that is in nature an E-UTRA carrier frequency. Also, even if we really consider the case that that a NR Uu and LTE V2X SL shares physically the same carrier frequency, this frequency should be included in the v2x-InterFreqInfoList in the sl-V2X-CommonConfig in SIB13, where each carrier frequency has an associated sl-Bandwidth, not relying on that included in SIB13. Therefore, it seems option 2 in the CR is more logical and reasonable from the rapporteur’s perspective. As this is related to potential ASN.1 change, RAN2 is then suggest to discuss how to deal with this issue.
Proposal 3-7: RAN2 tries to agree the intention of option-2 in R2-2009317, i.e. add the clarifications that UE ignores the field sl-Bandwidth included in SIB13. 

Topic 3-8: Whether to add MCS range per MCS table for mode-2 (Late)
List of Tdoc: R2-2010678
Summary: This CR proposes to add a “per MCS table” MCS range for the additional MCS table(s) (i.e. those of 256QAM and/or low-SE) supported in each resource pool for CBR-dependent parameters (sl-CBR-PriorityTxConfigList-r16) and speed-dependent parameters (sl-PSSCH-TxConfigList-r16). Whereas there are already per table MCS ranges configured for Mode-1, as per L1 parameter sheet from RAN1, it is true that now the per table MCS range configuration has not been supported for Mode-2, because RAN1 did not indicate so.
Technically, it seems logical to have each MCS table configured with an associated MCS range, which enables the flexibility for NW configuration of the MCS ranges. On the other hand, rapporteur wonders whether, even with a common MCS range configured for all MCS table, the current Spec can still work. Specifically, if one MCS range is configured for all MCS tables, then regardless of which MCS table the UE chooses to use, the UE will choose a specific MCS value from this common MCS range (associated with current CBR or speed). Somebody may say that a common MCS range may include an MCS index which corresponds to a non-reserved value in one MCS table but a reserved value in another MCS table, so that it does not work if the UE selects a reserved MCS value from the common MCS range, when it selects to use an MCS table containing this MCS value as reserved. However, in the MAC Spec, it is true that the UE shall select an MCS value from the corresponding MCS range, but which specific MCS value the UE selects from the range is up to UE implementation. Therefore, even if the UE selects an MCS table that includes a reserved value in the corresponding MCS range, it can still avoid selecting the reserved value via proper implementation. Thus, it seems the current Spec, though not perfect, can still work, and considering the big ASN.1 change, it is not that clear whether the proposed change is indispensable at this stage. Rapporteur, however, understands that this is at the cost of configuration flexibility.
As MCS selection is in nature an MAC functionality and there was also an corresponding MAC CR proposed in R2-2010677, rapporteur suggests that RAN2 first discusses in the MAC discussion whether to support the per table MCS range for mode-2, and, pending the MAC conclusion, decides whether to have the RRC impacts as well, by taking into account the potential ASN.1 impacts (functional NBC) into account. 
Proposal 3-8: RAN2 to decide whether to introduce per table MCS range for Mode-2 (CBR related/speed related parameters) pending MAC discussion, by taking into account the potential ASN.1 changes that are needed from RRC perspective. 
From this meeting, the ASN.1 NBC change should not be accepted. Therefore, rapporteur recommends an offline discussion with the outcome of a CR containing all the agreed ASN.1 related changes, and each change in this CR should be guaranteed to be made in an ASN.1 BC way. 
[Recommendation] An offline discussion is suggested to be assigned, with the outcome of a CR containing all the agreed ASN.1 related changes. It should be guaranteed that each change in the CR is made in an ASN.1 BC way.
· CRs/Tdocs covered by this offline discussions include R2-2009407, R2-2009049, R2-2009704, R2-2009705, R2-2008784, R2-2009989, R2-2009053, R2-2010421, R2-2009317, R2-2010678.
Corrections related to SL related RRC procedure
4.1	SDAP entity reconfiguration
Topic 4-1: Correction on the procedure on SDAP entity reconfiguration
List of Tdoc: R2-2009406
[bookmark: OLE_LINK14]Summary: This CR proposes to add the missing SDAP entity reconfiguration procedure, as well as to make some other editorial changes related to SL QoS related descriptions. Specifically, for the Sidelink DRB addition procedure in the current RRC specification, only the procedures of SDAP entity establishment is covered, but procedures of SDAP entity reconfiguration is missing. However, in the case of Sidelink DRB addition, there can also be the case that the SDAP entity associated to this Sidelink DRB has already been established before other Sidelink DRBs of the same destination, as Sidelink DRBs of the same destination are associated with the same SDAP entity as per TS 37.340. In this case, the SDAP entity already existing needs to be reconfigured, since the SL QoS flow to Sidelink DRB mapping rules within this SDAP entity needs to be updated. Such a case for SDAP entity reconfiguration is now missing and should be added to RRC specification. From rapporteur’s perspective, the problem raised by this CR for SL SDAP entity exists, and should be fixed.
Proposal 4-1: RAN2 to agree on the intention of adding the missing SDAP entity reconfiguration procedure as proposed in R2-2009406. For the rest editorial changes, treat them together with the miscellaneous CR discussion. 
4.2	SL related reset operation
Topic 4-2: SL related reset operations
List of Tdoc: R2-2009713, R2-2010302
Summary: Although the two CRs are not treating exactly the same issue, they are both related to the SL related reset operation:
· CR in R2-2009713 proposes to add clarifications on what specific configurations should and should not actually be reset during the “5.8.9.1.10	Sidelink reset configuration” procedure;
· CR in R2-2010302 proposes to add a missing case which can leads to SL MAC reset, i.e. if the PC5-RRC connection is released due to upper layer instruction.[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Note that the SL MAC reset due to the PC5-RRC connection release triggered by SL RLF has already been included in 5.8.9.3 in the current Spec.] 

From the rapporteur’s perspective, the intentions of the two CRs seem reasonable. Therefore, RAN2 may try to agree on the intentions of the two CRs.  
Proposal 4-2: RAN2 to agree on the intentions of the CRs in R2-2009713 (which adds the clarifications on the specific configurations that can be reset during SL reset configuration procedure) and in R2-2010302 (which adds the missing case triggering SL MAC reset). 
4.3	Operations related to SL-RSRP configuration
Topic 4-3: Changes on the operations related to SL-RSRP reconfiguration
List of Tdoc: R2-2009520
Summary: The CR proposes that the below changes in the current spec related to SL-RSRP config:
· Change 1: Add a trigger condition of sidelink reconfiguration message transmission, if the reconfiguration of SL-RSRP received from SIB12 happens;
· Change 2: Add some descriptions to prevent the UE from using the dedicated signaling/SIB12 provided SL-RSRP configuration when the UE moves to out of coverage. 
From the rapporteur’s perspective, however, the Change 1 above as proposed by this CR is not that necessary, because the triggers of RRCReconfigurationSidelink have now all been specified and gathered in subclause 5.8.9.1.1, and this trigger due to SL-RSRP reconfiguration/update can already be covered by the below bullet therein:
-	the configuration of the peer UE to perform NR sidelink measurement and report.
Rapporteur thinks we should follow the current framework in the Spec, other than, alternatively, distributing the triggers into other different subclauses. If companies think the above sentence does not clearly include the SL-RSRP update/reconfiguration case, it is possible to simply change “configuration” to “(re)configuration” in the above condition. This is thus proposed by the Rapporteur. For the above Change 2, the intention looks reasonable from rapporteur’s perspective, and thus are proposed to be discussed by RAN2. 
Proposal 4-3: RAN2 to agree on adding the case of “reconfiguration of SL-RSRP measurement and reporting to peer UE” in the initiation conditions of RRCReconfigurationSidelink procedure in subclause 5.8.9.1.1.
Proposal 4-3a: RAN2 to further discuss whether to agree on Change 2 in the CR R2-2009520, i.e. to further clarify which SL-RSRP configurations the UE should use respectively in different RRC states in 5.8.9.1.2. 
4.4	Procedure for NR SL MIB transmission
Topic 4-4: Setting of sl-TDD-Config in SL MIB
List of Tdoc: R2-2009715
Summary: It is proposed by this CR that the setting of the sl-TDD-Config is specified in TS 38.213, which is not exactly the same as the setting of reservedBits. Therefore, it is more appropriate to separate the setting of sl-TDD-Config from that of reservedBits. The change looks reasonable from rapporteur’s perspective, and thus it is proposed to agree the intention of this CR.
Proposal 4-4: RAN2 to agree on the intention of the changes in the CR R2-2009715, i.e. separate the setting of sl-TDD-Config from that of reservedBits.
4.5	SL synchronization related
Topic 4-5: SL synchronization in the in-device NR/V2X SL co-existence scenario
List of Tdoc: R2-2008942, R2-2010442
Summary: The two contributions discuss a left-over issue from the last meeting ([AT111-e][710][V2X]), regarding whether any specification impact is needed in TS 38.331 on the SL synchronization reference (re)selection procedure for the in-device NR/V2X SL co-existence case. The Tdoc in R2-2008942 proposes to add some normative texts to restrict when the UE shall perform NR SL sync reference (re)selection procedure, and when it shall not. By contrast, the Tdoc in R2-2010442 proposes to at most add a “NOTE” referring to TS 38.213 where it is already clearly specified as per earlier RAN1 agreement that the coordination of the two timing of NR SL and V2X SL is up to UE implementation. RAN2 is suggested to discuss which way to go. It seems that during the offline discussion [AT111-e][710][V2X], a majority of companies agreed that the related operation is up to RAN1, i.e. subclause 16.7, TS 38.213; no special RAN2 handling is needed, as a result.
Proposal 4-5: RAN2 to discuss if any change is needed in TS 38.331 to handle the timing alignment between NR SL and V2X SL for the in-device coexistence case. If yes, agree to add a “NOTE” referencing corresponding sublcause in TS 38.213 for the related operation.
4.6	SL CG handling during the RLF case
Topic 4-6: Whether to have additional descriptions for SL CG handling during Uu RLF case
List of Tdoc: R2-2010060
Summary: In this CR, a change is proposed to add additional descriptions to explicitly say that the exceptional pool can only be used after the T310 of the MCG expires (and thus T311 starts), in order to explicitly specify that only the SL CG, if configured, can be used before the expiry of T310. However, the enhancement of resuming the SL CG usage had actually been discussed quite a lot during previous meetings, and finally it was agreed that the prohibition of using exceptional pool, before the SL CG is released, is finally specified in the MAC, with the below note in TS 38.321:
NOTE 1:	If the MAC entity is configured with Sidelink resource allocation mode 2 to transmit using a pool of resources in a carrier as indicated in TS 38.331 [5] or TS 36.331 [21], the MAC entity can create a selected sidelink grant on the pool of resources based on random selection or sensing only after releasing configured sidelink grant(s), if any.
This note means that when SL CG type 1 is configured, then even if an exceptional pool is configured, it cannot be used until the SL CG type 1 is released at the moment when T311 starts as specified in TS 38.331. Therefore, the previous RAN2 agreements referenced by the above CR is already realized by the current Spec. This is proposed to be confirmed by RAN2.
Proposal 4-6: RAN2 to confirm that the pervious RAN2 agreements on extending SL CG usage until T310 expiry is already supported by the current Spec. No further changes are needed for the SL CG usage during the exceptional cases. 
4.7	Correction related to SL RLF procedure
Topic 4-7: Change of SUI reporting for SL RLF
List of Tdoc: R2-2009711
Summary: This CR proposes a change in terms of the sl-FailureList setting in SUI for NR SL communication, in the case of SL RLF happening. Specifically, as per the analyses of this CR, when the UE detects a sidelink radio link failure or a sidelink RRC reconfiguration failure, the UE, if in RRC_CONNECTED, needs to inform the gNB about the failure via the sidelink UE information procedure. However, according to the procedure in 5.8.3.3, it seems that the UE needs always to include the RLF-related field into the SidelinkUEInformation message, even if an RLF was not detected. This is wrong because the UE needs to include those fields only when an RLF is detected and not necessarly because is configured to transmit or receive NR sidelink communication. RAN2 is propose to discuss whether the change proposed is needed, if time and email thread quota allow. 
Proposal 4-7: RAN2 to discuss whether the change to sl-FailureList setting in the case of SL RLF as proposed in R2-2009711 is needed.
RAN2 is recommended to assign an offline discussion to discuss the specific changes whose intention are agreed above, with an outcome of an agreed CR that includes all the agreeable corrections for SL-related RRC procedures. 
[Recommendation] An offline discussion is assigned to identify the agreeable changes from the CRs listed below, with the outcome of a CR containing all the agreed changes for SL-related RRC procedures.
· CRs covered by this offline discussions include R2-2008942, R2-2010442, R2-2009406, R2-2009713, R2-2010302, R2-2009520, R2-2009715, R2-2010060, R2-2009711.
Corrections related to 3X.304
Topic 5-1: Impacts on cell (re)selection for sidelink operation in TS 3X.304
List of Tdoc: R2-2008875, R2-2008876, R2-2008877, R2-2009676, R2-2009827, R2-2009828
Summary: Whether to necessarily have any potential impact on TS 3X.304 regarding sidelink operations was a left-over issue from the last meeting, [Post111-e][701][V2X]. It seems that during that email discussion, there were obviously divergent companies’ views. And by reading the Tdocs listed above, it seems that companies still have not converged automatically onto the divergent points. Therefore, rapporteur thinks it may not be possible/efficient to directly conclude this aspect online, so would like to directly suggest an offline discussion to address the related issues.
[Recommendation] An offline discussion is assigned to identify the agreeable changes from the Tdocs listed below, with the outcome of a CR(s) containing all the agreed changes for SL-oriented cell (re)selection related issues:
· CRs/Tdocs covered by this offline discussions include R2-2008875, R2-2008876, R2-2008877, R2-2009676, R2-2009827, R2-2009828.
Capability related changes
Topic 6-1: Capability related changes in TS38.331/TS36.331
List of Tdoc: R2-2009403, R2-2010443
Summary: The above CRs are related to some changes on capability related descriptions in TS 38.331. Whilst the intentions of them seem to be straightforward, rapporteur suggests to handle them together with the offline discussion of the “mega” V2X capability CRs that anyway needs to be assigned. This is based on the consideration of the maximum number of email thread allowed for Rel-16 V2X.
[Recommendation] Discussion on the below capability related CRs are merged into the offline discussion for the “mega” V2X capability CRs: R2-2009403, R2-2009707.
Mobility enhancements vs. NR SL
Topic 7-1: Impact of CHO on SUI reporting for NR SL communication
List of Tdoc: R2-2009837, R2-2009836
Summary: The CR in R2-2009837 proposes that the UE initiates SUI reporting for NR SL communication, when the UE really executes the CHO command, instead of immediately initiating it on receiving the CHO command. Technically speaking, this CR seems to give a more accurate moment for the SUI to be reported. However, it is unclear on whether there is a critical problem, even if the UE still initiates SUI reporting following the legacy handover procedure but not following this accurate moment newly specified. Therefore, rapporteur suggests RAN2 to discuss whether any impacts on SUI reporting is needed due to CHO. The CR in R2-2009836 proposes a similar change to TS 36.331 impacting SUL reporting for V2X SL, as well as for SL discovery/communication.
Proposal 7-1: RAN2 to discuss whether there is any necessary changes on SUI reporting procedure that result from CHO. If yes, RAN2 to further discuss whether the changes proposed in R2-2009837, R2-2009836 can be agreeable. 
Topic 7-2: Impact of DAPS on NR SL communication procedure
List of Tdoc: R2-2009100
Summary: This discussion paper proposes a joint handling of DPS and NR SL communication in the MAC. Now there is no clear specification or agreements on whether/how this should be supported. Also, based on the analyses in the Tdoc, there could be non-trivial standard impacts, if we support such joint handling which looks more like introducing something new into the Spec. On the other hand, considering the potentially complicated discussions/standard impacts to for the joint handling with DAPS, there had been already a number of features (e.g. CA, DC, M-TRP, etc.) that are not allowed to be configured together with DAPS, as per related agreements or as already specified in the Specs. There are also some other features which left the decision to configure it together with DAPS to NW implementation w/o further standard efforts (e.g. IAB), i.e. if the NW considers no problem to have both features configured, it may do that. 
Considering all above situations, it seems feasible to not further introduce more enhancements on supporting joint DAPS and NR SL communication handling. Specifically, it seems possible, as some other features, to disallow DAPS to be configured together with NR SL communication. Also, if this is agreed, it seems that the NR sidelink communication procedure during handover falls back to the legacy procedure, which should have no problem and need no further change. 
Proposal 7-2: RAN2 tries to agree to not support DAPS to be configured together with NR SL communication. If this is agreed, confirm no further Spec impacts are needed. 
If really any necessary standard change is identified regarding this mobility enhancement vs. NR SL communication discussion, and if time and email thread quota allow, RAN2 may consider to assign an offline discussion to identify the agreeable standard changes, with an outcome of an agreeable CR(s) containing all the agreed changes. 
[Recommendation] If any potential standard change is identified, and if time and email thread quota allow, an offline discussion is assigned to identify the agreeable changes from the Tdocs listed below, with the outcome of a CR containing all the agreed changes for Mobility enh. vs. SL:
· CRs/Tdocs covered by this offline discussions include R2-2009837, R2-2009836, R2-2009100.
Others
From the rapporteur’s perspective, the below CRs/Tdocs can be deprioritized, as they are either already discussed/concluded before or already supported by the current Specs:
· R2-2009990: This discussion paper/TP proposes that when HoF happens, the UE switches from the SL CG (if configured) to exceptional TX pools. However, this should have already been supported by the current specification, because when HoF happens, RRC reestablishment procedure in 5.3.7 is triggered and T311 starts, which then, as per 5.8.8, makes the UE release the SL CG and turn to use the exceptional pool.
· R2-2010017: This CR proposes that there may also be the problem of PDCP SN and RLC SN length mismatch for SLRB configuration between the two UEs in unicast. However, the issue should not exist, because in the current specification it is supported that an SLRB within a UE can have two PDCP SN/RLC SN sizes, one for transmission (coming from its NW via Uu RRC) and one for reception (coming from its peer UE via PC5 RRC). This is just like a Uu DRB which can have different PDCP SN/RLC SN lengths for UL (TX) and for DL (RX) respectively. 
· R2-2010422, R2-2010423: The two CRs still propose to introduce mandatory texts to support the SL specific failure handling. However, this is directly against the related agreement in the last meeting.
2:	There is no need to further introduce any normative procedure or signalling for acknowledgement/failure handling of IRAT SL configuration, and confirm that the current TS 38.331 and TS 38.331 can already support them without technical issue.	
Conclusions
This contribution summarizes the CRs/Tdocs submitted to AI 6.4.2. Rapporteur’s proposals and recommendations on how to treat them in RAN2 #102e are as follows. 
· Miscellaneous correction CR handling
Proposal 1: An offline discussion is assigned to V2X RRC Rapp for miscellaneous correction RRC CR review and update, by taking R2-2010300 and R2-2010495 as the baselines and covering above listed miscellaneous correction CRs. The outcome are agreeable miscellaneous correction CRs for TS 38.331 and TS 36.331.
CRs included in the miscellaneous CR offline discussion:
R2-2009664, R2-2009702, R2-2009706, R2-2009709, R2-2009710, R2-2009826, R2-2010300, R2-2010495, R2-2009405, R2-2009714, R2-2010235, R2-2009778, R2-2009703, R2-2009712, R2-2008878, R2-2009718.
· ASN.1 related corrections
Proposal 3-1: Agree the intention of the CR in R2-2009407 and R2-2009049, i.e. change the existing sl-TimeResource-r16 into “dummy” and add the correct field which is a variable BIT STRING as non-critical extension.
Proposal 3-2: RAN2 waits for RAN1 decision on the value range for L1 parameter timeGapFirstSidelinkTransmission. After RAN1 concludes it, capture this parameter in an ASN.1 BC way (i.e. via non-critical extension) into TS 38.331. 
Proposal 3-3: Agree the intention of the CR in R2-2009705 and R2-2008784, i.e. remove the values 15/30/60 KHz SCS for FR1 in the field description of the sl-NumSSB-WithinPeriod.
Proposal 3-4: Agree the intention of the CR in R2-2009989, i.e. remove the conditional presence and explain in the field description that for both mode-1 and mode-2 the two thresholds are not separately configured. 
Proposal 3-5: Agree the intention of the CR in R2-2009053, i.e. clarify in the field description of sl-TimerInterval that the value range 0 ~ 639 is used as 1 ~ 640.
Proposal 3-6: Agree the intention of the CR in R2-2010421, i.e. add the missing RAN1 agreement into the field description of sl-ResourceReservePeriodList as proposed by this CR. 
Proposal 3-7: RAN2 tries to agree the intention of option-2 in R2-2009317, i.e. add the clarifications that UE ignores the field sl-Bandwidth included in SIB13. 
Proposal 3-8: RAN2 to decide whether to introduce per table MCS range for Mode-2 (CBR related/speed related parameters) pending MAC discussion, by taking into account the potential ASN.1 changes that are needed from RRC perspective. 
[Recommendation] An offline discussion is suggested to be assigned, with the outcome of a CR containing all the agreed ASN.1 related changes. It should be guaranteed that each change in the CR is made in an ASN.1 BC way.
· CRs/Tdocs covered by this offline discussions include R2-2009407, R2-2009049, R2-2009704, R2-2009705, R2-2008784, R2-2009989, R2-2009053, R2-2010421, R2-2009317, R2-2010678.
· Corrections related to SL related RRC procedure
Proposal 4-1: RAN2 to agree on the intention of adding the missing SDAP entity reconfiguration procedure as proposed in R2-2009406. For the rest editorial changes, treat them together with the miscellaneous CR discussion. 
Proposal 4-2: RAN2 to agree on the intentions of the CRs in R2-2009713 (which adds the clarifications on the specific configurations that can be reset during SL reset configuration procedure) and in R2-2010302 (which adds the missing case triggering SL MAC reset). 
Proposal 4-3: RAN2 to agree on adding the case of “reconfiguration of SL-RSRP measurement and reporting to peer UE” in the initiation conditions of RRCReconfigurationSidelink procedure in subclause 5.8.9.1.1.
Proposal 4-3a: RAN2 to further discuss whether to agree on Change 2 in the CR R2-2009520, i.e. to further clarify which SL-RSRP configurations the UE should use respectively for different RRC states in 5.8.9.1.2. 
Proposal 4-4: RAN2 to agree on the intentions of change in the CR R2-2009715, i.e. separate the setting of sl-TDD-Config from that of reservedBits.
Proposal 4-5: RAN2 to discuss if any change is needed in TS 38.331 to handle the timing alignment between NR SL and V2X SL for the in-device coexistence case. If yes, agree to add a “NOTE” referencing corresponding sublcause in TS 38.213 for the related operation.
Proposal 4-6: RAN2 to confirm that the pervious RAN2 agreements on extending SL CG usage until T310 expiry is already supported by the current Spec. No further changes are needed for the SL CG usage during the exceptional cases. 
Proposal 4-7: RAN2 to discuss whether the change to sl-FailureList setting in the case of SL RLF as proposed in is R2-2009711 needed.
[Recommendation] An offline discussion is assigned to identify the agreeable changes from the CRs listed below, with the outcome of a CR containing all the agreed changes for SL-related RRC procedures.
· CRs covered by this offline discussions include R2-2008942, R2-2010442, R2-2009406, R2-2009713, R2-2010302, R2-2009520, R2-2009715, R2-2010060, R2-2009711.
· Corrections related to 3X.304
[Recommendation] An offline discussion is assigned to identify the agreeable changes from the Tdocs listed below, with the outcome of a CR(s) containing all the agreed changes for SL-oriented cell (re)selection related issues:
· CRs/Tdocs covered by this offline discussions include R2-2008875, R2-2008876, R2-2008877, R2-2009676, R2-2009827, R2-2009828.
· Capability related changes
[Recommendation] Discussion on the below capability related CRs are merged into the offline discussion for the “mega” V2X capability CRs: R2-2009403, R2-2009707.
· Mobility enhancements vs. NR SL
Proposal 7-1: RAN2 to discuss whether there is any necessary changes on SUI reporting procedure that result from CHO. If yes, RAN2 to further discuss whether the changes proposed in R2-2009837, R2-2009836 can be agreeable. 
Proposal 7-2: RAN2 tries to agree to not support DAPS to be configured together with NR SL communication. If this is agreed, confirm no further Spec impacts are needed. 
[Recommendation] If any potential standard change is identified, and if time and email thread quota allow, an offline discussion is assigned to identify the agreeable changes from the Tdocs listed below, with the outcome of a CR containing all the agreed changes for Mobility enh. vs. SL:
· CRs/Tdocs covered by this offline discussions include R2-2009837, R2-2009836, R2-2009100.
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