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1	Introduction
[bookmark: _GoBack]During RAN2#115 discussions for the sidelink enhancement WI[1] it was agreed that 
When data is available for transmission to one or more RX UE in DRX, TX UE selects the resources taking into account the active time (current or future) of the RX UE(s) determined by the timers maintained at the TX UE.  Details are FFS. FFS whether RAN1 or RAN2 implement this restriction. Send LS to RAN1.
However, there has yet to been agreed how this should be done
2	Discussion
Before the agreement in RAN2#115, there have been several proposals and some online discussions on the meaning of “take into account the active time” of the Rx UE(s) when selecting a destination. As an example, it could be that upon selecting the logical channel to decide on the destination, the legacy procedure can be used, but only selecting from a subset of the logical channels with the destinations having the corresponding active time included within the SL grants. Such a procedure could also be realised by configuring an offset i.e. higher priority to the logical channels for which the destination has the corresponding active time within the sidelink grant. 
An important note is, that as the configuration of the DRX parameters are Tx-centric and that the Tx UE (UE-A) may have multiple connected Rx-UEs (UE-B, UE-C, etc), with each their own configuration of active time start and end, it may be that the actual active time may differ from what is configured by UE-A although containing UE-As configuration. This means that assuming the Rx-UE reports its active time to the Tx-UE, it may be that the active time duration may be longer than what was initially intended, thus providing the Tx-UE more opportunities for transmitting.
Observation 1: Some logical channels may have a longer active time than others, and even longer than initially configured due to the configuration being Tx-centric.
Although such proposals are in line with the agreements, only selecting between the destinations which has the active time within the sidelink grants may still result in logical channels with less tight constraints in respect to their active time than will be selected simply because they have a higher priority than their counterparts. If the solution is implemented by configuring different priorities to the logical channels, we may see the same drawbacks, and may also impact other work groups perception of the definition of logical channels, which is not preferable.
Observation 2: The highest priority logical channel may have less tight constraint on the end time for the active time than lower priority logical channels, even if they are constrained by considering the active time.
As of this, we propose to instead of changing priorities, to allow for lower priority logical channels to be selected as destination i.e. if higher priority logical channels active time can still be accommodated in this, or future SL grants. Based on the assumptions behind the agreement in RAN2#115, it would be possible to perform this type of operation only impacting i.e. the LCP procedure in the MAC specification, without impact on other working groups.
Proposal 1: RAN2 to discuss whether/how to allow for lower priority logical channels to be used for the selection of destination.
Such procedure could include also having a priority limit for which is the highest priority value to be selected in the process, as to limit the priority values of which can be selected before the highest priority one, and hereby still ensuring that the selection is only within the highest priority logical channels. It may also be possible to account for i.e. QoS parameters, which is also currently agreed to be used for both selection of DRX profile for groupcast and broadcast. It may also be that the remaining active time, or whether other resources in the sidelink grant is within the active time.
Proposal 2: The decision on whether to prioritise a lower priority logical channel can be based on QoS parameters, remaining active time, or whether more resources are provided in the sidelink grant.
3	Conclusion
In this contribution we have discussed how to select logical channels within the active time and presented the following observations and proposals;

Observation 1: Some logical channels may have a longer active time than others, and even longer than initially configured due to the configuration being Tx-centric.

Observation 2: The highest priority logical channel may have less tight constraint on the end time for the active time than lower priority logical channels, even if they are constrained by considering the active time.

Proposal 1: RAN2 to discuss whether/how to allow for lower priority logical channels to be used for the selection of destination when considering the active time.

Proposal 2: The decision on whether to prioritise a lower priority logical channel can be based on QoS parameters, remaining active time, or whether more resources are provided in the sidelink grant.
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