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1 Introduction
A number of open issues in the running stage 2 CR still remain.  In this contribution, the rapporteur lists these open issues and suggests a resolution at RAN2#117-e.

2 Discussion
2.1 Remaining Editor’s Notes on SL DRX
Apart from a few editor’s notes that remain in the running CR, the section on SL DRX is currently complete.  These editor’s notes can be discussed in more detail:

Editor’s Note 1:

Editor’s note: (WA to be confirmed by RAN2) In addition, the slots associated with announced periodic transmissions by the TX UE are considered as SL active time of the RX UE.
Rapporteur Comments: Majority of companies supported this working assumption at RAN2#116bis-e.  In addition, there were no technical issues with supporting it.  Details can be discussed at RAN2#117-e and as part of the MAC running CR.

Proposal 1: 
Confirm the working assumption: slots associated with the announced periodic transmissions by the TX UE are considered as SL active time of the RX UE, and add the following sentence to the stage 2 running CR: “The slots associated with announced periodic transmissions by the TX UE are considered as SL active time of the RX UE”
Editor’s Note 2:

Editor’s note: Whether the default configuration is used when sending the initial message in unicast needs further discussion.
Rapporteur Comments: This issue is currently being discussed in email discussion [705].  Depending on the outcome of that discussion, the text in the stage 2 running CR can be updated in a post meeting email discussion to capture changes to the running CR.
Proposal 2: 
Discuss any changes to stage 2 text for the editor’s note 2 (“Whether the default configuration is used when sending the initial message in unicast needs further discussion”) in a post-meeting email discussion for updating the stage 2 running CR.

Editor’s Note 3:

Editor’s note: (WA to be confirmed by RAN2) TX/RX UE determines the on-duration timer applied for groupcast/broadcast transmissions associated with a specific L2 destination ID as the maximum on duration timer configured for any of the QoS profiles associated with that L2 destination ID.
Rapporteur Comments: Of the two options for down-selection of the on-duration, option 1 was preferred (hence the reason for the WA) because it does not result in packet loss (compared to option 2).  For simplicity, and considering we are nearing the end of the release, it would be best to confirm the working assumption and not discuss how to address any packet loss that could result from selecting option 2.

Proposal 3: 
Agree to the WA: “TX/RX UE determines the on-duration timer applied for groupcast/broadcast transmissions associated with a specific L2 destination ID as the maximum on duration timer configured for any of the QoS profiles associated with that L2 destination ID” and add “(selected as the largest on duration timer)” to the current text in the running CR.
Text uncertainty (tied to the previous editor’s note):

Editor’s note: Whether TX profile is provided with service type or L2 ID needs further discussion.
Rapporteur Comments: This issue is currently being discussed in email discussion [705].  Depending on the outcome of that discussion, the text in the stage 2 running CR should be updated to use either “service type” or “L2 destination ID” when discussing the TX profile in the stage 2 CR.
Proposal 4: 
Update the stage 2 text to capture whether the TX profile is associated with service type or L2 destination ID in a post-meeting email discussion for updating the stage 2 running CR (once the issue is resolved in discussion [705]).

2.2 Stage 2 Specification for Resource Allocation

RAN2 is expected to address resource allocation aspects (IUC and power saving sensing) in RAN2#117-e.  The stage 2 specification for resource allocation can, however, be initiated with current agreements in RAN1 and then finalized in RAN2#117-e (e.g., by at meeting or post email discussion).  

Proposal 5: 
Agree to a baseline version of the stage 2 for resource allocation enhancements, and update it following agreements made at RAN2#117-e.
A draft running CR implementing proposals 1, 3, and 5 can be found in [2].

3 Conclusion
In this contribution, the following conclusions were made on the stage 2 running CR.
Proposal 1: 
Confirm the working assumption: slots associated with the announced periodic transmissions by the TX UE are considered as SL active time of the RX UE, and add the following sentence to the stage 2 running CR: “The slots associated with announced periodic transmissions by the TX UE are considered as SL active time of the RX UE”

Proposal 2: 
Discuss any changes to stage 2 text for the editor’s note 2 (“Whether the default configuration is used when sending the initial message in unicast needs further discussion”) in a post-meeting email discussion for updating the stage 2 running CR.

Proposal 3: 
Agree to the WA: “TX/RX UE determines the on-duration timer applied for groupcast/broadcast transmissions associated with a specific L2 destination ID as the maximum on duration timer configured for any of the QoS profiles associated with that L2 destination ID” and add “(selected as the largest on duration timer)” to the current text in the running CR.

Proposal 4: 
Update the stage 2 text to capture whether the TX profile is associated with service type or L2 destination ID in a post-meeting email discussion for updating the stage 2 running CR (once the issue is resolved in discussion [705]).

Proposal 5: 
Discuss stage 2 specification for resource allocation in a post-meeting email discussion for updating the stage 2 running CR.
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