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1. Introduction
It is supposed Rel-17 SL DRX mechanism should be completed in RAN2#117-e. In this contribution, we would like to discuss some remaining open issues. 
2. Discussion
Identification and discussion on the remaining open issues based on prior discussion and contributions submitted at RAN2#116bis-e are under email discussion [1]. Except for that, we have a few working assumptions made at RAN2#116bis-e. 
Working assumption 1: when mode 1 SL grant is not in SL active time of any destination that has data to be sent, for initial transmission and the mode 1 grant is dropped, UE sends ACK to gNB.
Working assumption 2: slots associated with the announced periodic transmissions by the TX UE are considered as SL active time of the RX UE. 
Working assumption 3: 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.
Working assumption 4: for GC, sl-drx-StartOffset (ms) = DST L2 ID MOD sl-drx-Cycle (ms) 

For the working assumption 1, we understand the working assumption 1 may have some problem, however as discussed last meeting, the opponent option (NACK) also have similar level problem. We think all companies understood each problem and more companies supported ACK-based option, so unless any new problem is raised for the working assumption 1 compared to the opponent option, it is proposed to confirm the working assumption 1 as an agreement. For working assumption 2, we see it would be beneficial to handle temporary periodicity change for the periodic traffic, e.g. between talk and silent period in voice call, without relying on PC5-RRC reconfiguration procedure. The additional UE power consumption is quite marginal (i.e. additional one slot indicated by SCI). It is proposed to confirm the working assumption 2 as an agreement. For working assumption 3, we understand it may cause more UE power consumption compared to opponent option (selection of on-duration timer that is associated with the selected DRX cycle length), however the opponent option may cause packet loss and to us, it is more critical problem compared to UE power consumption. We should not introduce packet loss intentionally for UE power saving gain. It is proposed to confirm the working assumption 3 as an agreement. For working assumption 4, we do not see any problem and considering quite a lot companies supported this option last meeting, it is proposed to confirm the working assumption 4 as an agreement. 
[Proposal 1]: RAN2 is asked to confirm all working assumption above as agreements unless any new real problem is identified.  

RAN2 has also discussed DRX behaviours when a TX UE receives a SL data/control. Reception of SCI (PSCCH and PSSCH) for the channel sensing purpose was discussed and based on RAN1 input, it was not decided not to apply SL DRX for it. Reception of CSI report was also discussed and it was decided to apply SL DRX for it. The following agreement was made for the reception of CSI report.  

Agreements on SL DRX for SL CSI reception: 
1:    Confirm the WA: The slots when the UE is expected CSI report following a CSI request is considered as SL active time.
2:    Active time for SL-CSI reception is defined with description. Active time includes the time between SL-CSI request is sent and SL-CSI report reception or period of sl-LatencyBound-CSI-Report.
3:    Ambiguous time is not introduced on sidelink for SL-CSI report.

There is other case when a TX UE receives a SL data/control, which RAN2 has not clearly decided. It is reception of PSFCH. It seems RAN2 needs to discuss whether SL DRX is applied to PSFCH reception or not. 
[Proposal 2]: RAN2 is asked to discuss whether DRX is applied to PSFCH reception.
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we have discussed some remaining open issues for SL DRX and made the following proposals. 
[Proposal1]: RAN2 is asked to confirm all working assumptions as agreements unless any new real problem is identified.
Working assumption 1: when mode 1 SL grant is not in SL active time of any destination that has data to be sent, for initial transmission and the mode 1 grant is dropped, UE sends ACK to gNB.
Working assumption 2: slots associated with the announced periodic transmissions by the TX UE are considered as SL active time of the RX UE. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Working assumption 3: 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.
Working assumption 4: for GC, sl-drx-StartOffset (ms) = DST L2 ID MOD sl-drx-Cycle (ms) 
[Proposal 2]: RAN2 is asked to discuss whether DRX is applied to PSFCH reception.
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