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Introduction
In this document, rapporteur provides review report on all MAC CRs in AI 6.4.3.
The list of CRs to be merged into a rapporteur’s CR
Rapporteur proposes to agree Rapportueur’s suggestion in principle and merge the listed CRs in Table 1 into a rapporteur’s CR.

Table 1: The list of CRs that can be merged into a rapporteur’s CR

	Tdoc
	Title
	Company
	Rapporteur’s review
	Rapporteur’s suggestion for this CR

	R2-2100212
	Modification on the Formula of Calculating the SL_RESOURCR_RESELECTION_COUNTER’s Range
	CATT
	Accept
	Adopt this CR. 
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	R2-2100213
	Correction on the UL Threshold and SL Threshold
	CATT
	Accept

	Adopt this CR

	R2-2101741
	MAC Corrections for NR V2X
	ASUSTeK
	Partially accept
First change is acceptable which the same suggestion as R2-2100212.

However, second change is not needed. Regarding this slot selecting, RAN1 already had discussion and made following conclusion and agreements
Conclusion
RAN1 understands that the agreement in RAN1#100-bis-e / 101-e cited below already prevents selection of the resources in the same slot and no further clarification is necessary
Agreements:
· In Step 2, a UE shall select resources so that HARQ retransmission resources can be reserved by a prior SCI, except that

· In case no resource can be found for reservation (e.g., based on the identified candidate set after Step 1) for a retransmission of a TB, the re-transmission can be transmitted on a resource that is not reserved
· After the resource selection is performed, HARQ retransmission on a resource not reserved by a prior SCI is allowed due to transmission dropping caused by prioritization, pre-emption and congestion control
	Accept the first change.



	R2-2100503
	Miscellaneous corrections to TS 38.321
	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips
	Partially accept
From rapporteur perspective, first change is generally needed, but suggest to change for brevity as below

“for uplink ,downlink, and sidelink”
The second change is not needed. According to MAC specification, the description of the SCI would not be distinguished between 1st stage SCI and 2nd stage SCI.
The third change is not needed. We have an understanding that Prior to scheduling request is triggered, the MAC CE would not be generated.

	Accept the first change.


Proposal 1: Agree Rapporteur’s suggestions in Table 1 in principle and merge the changes of the listed CRs in Table 1 into a rapporteur’s CR, noting that detailed wording in the rapporteur CR will be further discussed.
The list of CRs subject to independent discussion
Rapporteur proposes to independently discuss the following CRs. 

Table 2: The list of other CRs that can be independently discussed 
	Tdoc
	Title
	Company
	Rapporteur’s review
	Rapporteur’s suggestion for this CR

	R2-2100117
	Left issue on HARQ flushing operation for CG


	OPPO, vivo, Apple, InterDigital, Qualcomm, ZTE Corporation, Sanechips, CATT
	Regarding this issue, rapporteur suggest the following options: 

Option 1: No change to MAC spec

In RAN2@112e, there was a discussion related this issue based on R2-2008782. As a result, RAN2 reached not to pursue this CR. Moreover, rapporteur thinks that any problematic PUCCH A/N between UE and gNB must stop before the next CG period.
Option 2: RAN2 can send an LS to RAN1 in order to revert the previous RAN1 agreement to ‘sending PUCCH ACK’. Namely, upon number of (re)transmission is reached to sl-CG-MaxTransNumList, a UE send an ACK to the network via PUCCH resource.
In rapporteur’s view, it is the most undesirable UE behavior that a UE reports NACK (received from RX UE) without flushing the HARQ buffer. Under this scenario, the UE continue to perform consecutive retransmissions even if the maximum number of transmission is reached to sl-CG-MaxTransNumList.
	Rapporteur prefers no change to 38.321 concerning the previous RAN2#112-e discussion. 
However, considering the number of co-sourcing companies, RAN2 could alternatively discuss possibility of asking RAN1 to revert their previous agreement on PUCCH ACK. Accordingly, Rapporteur suggests to discuss two options:
Option 1: No change to 38.321 as discussed in RAN2#112-e

Option 2: Revert the previous RAN1 agreement on PUCCH ACK and inform RAN1 about this change in 38.321.

	R2-2100412
	Cancellation of triggered SL-CSI reporting
	SHARP
	Rapporteur understands intention of this CR. However, Rapporteur wonder if we need to change 38.321. According to 38.321, it is clear that SCI triggers SL CSI reporting for a pair of Source/Destination layer 2 IDs clearly shown after decoding SL-SCH header of a MAC PDU. However, it seems not clearly specified when UE actually triggers SL CSI reporting after receiving the SCI.
Concerning the intention of this CR, one solution is to have no change to 38.321. When to trigger SL-CSI reporting, e.g. after decoding SL-SCH header, can be left for UE implementation. 
The other solution is to specify that UE triggers SL-SCI reporting after checking full Layer 2 IDs in SL-SCH header of a MAC PDU. But, if RAN2 decides to go this way, a ACK/NACK transmission can be also triggered upon decoding SL-SCH header of a MAC PDU with checking the inside contents. It would be better to align the checking behavior between CSI reporting and ACK/NACK transmission.

	Rapporteur prefers not to change MAC spec.

Alternatively, RAN2 could clearly specify this behavior in 5.22.2.2.2 as follows:
3> if this TB is associated to groupcast or broadcast and the DST field of the decoded MAC PDU subheader is equal to the 8 MSB of any of the Destination Layer-2 ID(s) of the UE for which the 16 LSB are equal to the Destination ID in the corresponding SCI: 

 4> instruct the physical layer to generate a    positive acknowledgement of the data in this  TB;

 4> trigger SL-CSI reporting;
4> deliver the decoded MAC PDU to the disassembly and demultiplexing entity;



	R2-2100791
	Left issues on TX resource (re-)selection
	vivo, OPPO, Apple
	Rapporteur thinks that this issue has been discussed a few times before. The current specification reflected what RAN2 previously concluded.
	Rapporteur prefers not to change MAC spec.

However, considering what RAN1 discussed in last week, we are OK to re-discuss this topic.

	R2-2102260
	Correction on resource re-selection
	vivo
	This CR is a correction which raised issue in R2-2100791.
	Rapporteur thinks that RAN2 can decide whether to reflect this CR on MAC spec after discussion on R2-2100791.


Proposal 2: Discuss the CRs in Table 2 during on-line sessions.
The list of CRs proposed to be not pursued
Rapporteur proposes that the CRs listed below are not pursued. 

Table 3: The list of CRs proposed to be not pursued
	Tdoc
	Title
	Company
	Rapporteur’s review
	Rapporteur’s suggestion for this CR

	R2-2100504
	Correction on CG maximum retransmission number
	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips
	Rapporteur thinks this CR seems to be not needed.
According to RRC spec, description of sl-AllowedCG-List describes that this applies only when the SL grant is a configured grant. Hence, additional explanation on MAC spec is not needed. 
sl-AllowedCG-List

This restriction applies only when the SL grant is a configured grant. If present, SL MAC SDUs from this logical channel can only be mapped to the indicated configured grant configuration. 

	No change to 38.321

	R2-2101068
	Miscellaneous corrections to 38.321
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Rapporteur thinks this CR is not needed.
Current description is correct.

	No change to 38.321

	R2-2101149
	Correction to Uu DRX with sidelink
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Rapporteur thinks this CR is not needed.
From a rapporteur’s perspective “left UE implementation” means a UE has to be prepared for this DRX configuration by some implementation. However, rapporteur thinks that this configuration is invalid and if DRX is configured, UE behavior is unspecified according to agreements and the current NOTE. Hence, the change in this CR seems not correct.

	No change to 38.321

	R2-2100323
	Clarification on the Notes for UL Prioritization
	CATT
	Rapporteur thinks this CR is not needed.
Nothing is broken


	No change to 38.321

	R2-2101742
	Corrections to SR prioritization for NR sidelink communication
	ASUSTeK
	Rapporteur thinks this CR is not needed.

The suggested change can be implicitly included below sentences: 
1>
else:
2>
Sidelink resource allocation mode 1 is configured by RRC and SL data is available for transmission in the RLC entity or in the PDCP entity, in which case the Sidelink BSR is referred below to as "Regular SL-BSR".
	No change to 38.321

	R2-2100861
	Correction for HARQ Options for SL groupcast
	Apple
	Rapporteur thinks this CR is not needed.
According this CR, NACK only HARQ feedback is selected according to UE’s location availability, sl-TransRange, involving Zone_ID, before the number of candidate PSFCH resources is checked. However, there is no agreement on such selection procedure for the NACK only HARQ feedback.
Moreover, RAN1’s understanding is below:

Agreements:
· RAN1 assumes that RAN2 will handle selection of appropriate groupcast HARQ feedback option. From RAN1 perspective, a TX UE can use GC HARQ feedback Option 2 only when the group size is not greater than the number of candidate PSFCH resources associated with the selected PSSCH resource. 

· LS (R1-2001426) is approved

	No change to 38.321

	R2-2100119
	Miscellaneous Correction on NR-V2X
	OPPO
	Rapporteur thinks this CR is not needed.
Technically, nothing is broken.
	No change to 38.321

	R2-2100211
	Miscellaneous Correction on TS38.321
	CATT
	Rapporteur thinks this CR is not needed.
Technically, nothing is broken.
	No change to 38.321

	R2-2100120
	Left issue with RAN1 impact
	OPPO
	Rapporteur thinks as following

Regarding the proposal 1, 2 and 3, RAN2 did not need to discuss those issues which are RAN1 issues. Whether to discuss those issues are up to RAN1.
Regarding the proposal 4, related processing time is RAN1 issue. In addition, if HARQ buffer is flushed, the corresponding sidleink process of the MAC entity does not construct PHY to send PUCCH A/N for any subsequent retransmission sidelink grant concerning the HARQ buffer because the retransmission grant is ignored and does not go to this sidelink process. Thus, we wonder if RAN2 need to clarify anything in 38.321. . 
Regarding the proposal 5, rapporteur confirms that the usage of SL-CG-MaxTransNumList-r16 can targets at CG + retransmission DG based on SLCS-RNTI as whole according to current MAC spec.

Regarding the proposal 6 and 7, No clarification is needed because the maximum transmission number for DG has been not specified.

Regarding the proposal 8, This issue is related RAN1. No impact on MAC spec.
	No change to 38.321

	R2-2100792
	Clarification on sidelink process ID in SCI
	vivo
	Rapporteur thinks the correction is needed on 38.212. Hence, it needs to be submitted in RAN1 for editorial correction.

	No change to 38.321


Proposal 3: The CRs in Table 3 are not pursued.
The list of CRs proposed to be postponed
Rapporteur proposes to postpone the CRs listed below due to ongoing RAN1 discussion. 

Table 4: The list of CRs related to ongoing RAN1 discussion
	Tdoc
	Title
	Company
	Rapporteur’s review
	Rapporteur’s suggestion for this CR

	R2-2101925
	MAC Corrections for NR V2X
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Rapporteur thinks discussion with CR should be postponed. 
RAN2 already sent out an LS to RAN1 (R1-2009644, LS on per-table MCS range for mode-2) which is related this issue. Hence, it would be better to discuss a necessity of this change upon receiving the response LS from RAN1.
	RAN2 postpones discussion on this issue that can be discussed later based on the response LS from RAN1.


Proposal 4: Postpone the CR in Table 4 until receiving response LS from RAN1. 

Conclusion

In conclusion, RAN2 is suggested to agree the following proposals:
Proposal 1: Agree Rapporteur’s suggestions in Table 1 in principle and merge the changes of the listed CRs in Table 1 into a rapporteur’s CR, noting that detailed wording in the rapporteur CR will be further discussed.
Proposal 2: Discuss the CRs in Table 2 during on-line sessions.
Proposal 3: The CRs in Table 3 are not pursued.
Proposal 4: Postpone the CR in Table 4 until receiving response LS from RAN1. 

