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1. Introduction
This is the summary of below offline discussion. 
[AT120][502][V2X/SL] R16 MAC corrections (LG)
	Scope: Discuss corrections (including need of corrections) in R2-2211240/R2-2211269, R2-2211395/R2-2211396, R2-2211561/R2-2211562, R2-2211942/R2-2211943/R2-2211944, and R2-2211945/R2-2211946. Merge agreeable corrections. 
	Intended outcome: 38.321 CR in R2-2213159/R2-2213160, discussion summary in R2-2213161 (if needed). 
Deadline: Comeback at 11/17 CB session 
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2. Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk103023256]2.1 For changes in R2-2211240 (For Rel-16)/R2-2211269(For Rel-17)
2.1.1 Change: 
Reason for change:
In 5.22.1.1, the parameter name of MinSubChannelNumPSSCH and MaxSubchannelNumPSSCH is wrong and should be corrected into sl-MinSubChannelNumPSSCH and sl-MaxSubchannelNumPSSCH.
Change: In section 5.22.1.1, change MinSubChannelNumPSSCH and MaxSubchannelNumPSSCH to sl-MinSubChannelNumPSSCH and sl-MaxSubchannelNumPSSCH.
3>	select an amount of frequency resources within the range, if configured by RRC, between sl-MinSubChannelNumPSSCH and sl-MaxSubchannelNumPSSCH included in sl-PSSCH-TxConfigList and, if configured by RRC, overlapped between sl-MinSubChannelNumPSSCH and sl-MaxSubchannelNumPSSCH indicated in sl-CBR-PriorityTxConfigList for the highest priority of the logical channel(s) allowed on the carrier and the CBR measured by lower layers according to clause 5.1.27 of TS 38.215 [24] if CBR measurement results are available or the corresponding sl-defaultTxConfigIndex configured by RRC if CBR measurement results are not available;
Rapporteur view: Editorial change can be acceptable.
Q1: Would your company agree to the change proposed in R2-2211240 (For Rel-16)/R2-2211269(For Rel-17)?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	LG
	Agree 
	

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
		

	Qualcomm
	No strong view
	This doesn’t seem a FASMO issue for a frozen release.  The only occurrences of MaxSubchannelNumPSSCH and MaxSubchannelNumPSSCH are for sidelink, so there should be no confusionor ambiguity.  Our preference is not change a frozen spec, but will go with majority view. 

	Apple
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	We don't want to change a frozen spec because the change could bring issues for the implemented products. If the implementer already use these two parameters for SL, then there will be no issues regarding existing products. This change is only for formality then.

	InterDigital
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	


[Summary Q1] Out of 12 companies
Agree: 11
Disagree: 0
10 companies over 11 companies agree on the correction. Some companies don’t want to change a frozen spec because the change could bring issues for the implemented products.
(11, 0) Proposal 1: RAN2 is to agree on the correction (“In section 5.22.1.1, change MinSubChannelNumPSSCH and MaxSubchannelNumPSSCH to sl-MinSubChannelNumPSSCH and sl-MaxSubchannelNumPSSCH.”) in the R2-2211240.

2.2 For changes in R2-2211395 (For Rel-16)/R2-2211396(For Rel-17)
2.2.1 Change: 
Reason for change: Sidelink UE cannot select exceptional resource pool when its sensing result is available.
d.
Change: In section 5.22.1.1, Sidelink UE can select any resource pool except the exceptional resource pool for both one shot and multiple-transmission.
1>	if the MAC entity has selected to create a selected sidelink grant corresponding to transmissions of multiple MAC PDUs, and SL data is available in a logical channel:
2>	if the MAC entity has not selected a pool of resources allowed for the logical channel:
3>	if sl-HARQ-FeedbackEnabled is set to enabled for the logical channel:
4>	select any pool of resources configured with PSFCH resources among the pools of resources except the resource pool in sl-TxPoolExceptional;
3>	else:
4>	select any pool of resources among the pools of resources except the resource pool in sl-TxPoolExceptional;
~
1>	if the MAC entity has selected to create a selected sidelink grant corresponding to transmission(s) of a single MAC PDU, and if SL data is available in a logical channel, or an SL-CSI reporting is triggered:
2>	if SL data is available in the logical channel:
3>	if sl-HARQ-FeedbackEnabled is set to enabled for the logical channel:
4>	select any pool of resources configured with PSFCH resources among the pools of resources except the resource pool in sl-TxPoolExceptional;
3>	else:
4>	select any pool of resources among the pools of resources except the resource pool in sl-TxPoolExceptional;
2>	else if an SL-CSI reporting is triggered:
3>	select any pool of resources among the pools of resources except the resource pool in sl-TxPoolExceptional.
Rapporteur view: Correction is not critical. We can listen to companie’s views and make a decision on the correction.
Q2: Would your company agree to the change proposed in R2-2211395 (For Rel-16)/R2-2211396(For Rel-17)?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	LG
	Agree
	Correction is not critical. But OK for the correction. 

	Xiaomi
	See comments
	We agree when sensing result is available, UE should not use exceptional pool. But when UE selects the resource pool, it can not be ensured sensing result is already available, so we think exceptional pool may be used. 

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Disagree
	Exceptional pool is only used by mode 2 UE when sensing results are not available. There is no ambuiguity and the changes are not needed.

	CATT
	Disagree
	It is common understanding that sidelink UE can only select exceptional resource pool when its sensing result is unavailable. The current change is not so necessary to us. Prefer to not accept it.

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Disagree
	In 331 spec, RRC layer has decided which pool (exceptional pool or normal pool) should be used for SL communication. Therefore, MAC layer do not perform pool selection among all pool including exceptional pool or normal pool. 
Such change is not necessary.

	vivo
	Disagree
	We understand when to use exceptional pool has already been clearly decribed in RRC and the section here in MAC is just about how to select pools when HARQ enable/disable. So no need for this correction.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Disagree
	Above this paragragh, the condition is that 
" If the MAC entity has been configured with Sidelink resource allocation mode 2 to transmit using pool(s) of resources in a carrier as indicated in TS 38.331 [5] or TS 36.331 [21] based on sensing or random selection, the MAC entity shall for each Sidelink process:
NOTE 1:	If the MAC "
So it is understood that exceptional pool is needed here for random selection operation. 

	InterDigital
	Disagree
	We think the conditions for using the exceptional pool are already clear in the specifications, and there is no need to further add this restrictions in the procedure.

	Intel
	
	We agree with the intention, but do not thing it is a critical change for a frozen release at this stage

	Qualcomm
	Disagree
	The unlikely use of exceptional pool seems not to warrant this change for the frozen release. 


[Summary Q2] Out of 12 companies
Agree:3 
Disagree: 8
Majority companies think that the conditions for using the exceptional pool are already clear in the specification.
(3, 8) Proposal 2: RAN2 is not to agree on the correction (“In section 5.22.1.1, Sidelink UE can select any resource pool except the exceptional resource pool for both one shot and multiple-transmission.”) in the R2-2211395.

2.3 For changes in R2-2211561 (For Rel-16)/R2-2211562(For Rel-17)
2.3.1 Change: 
Reason for change: In TS 38.321, in 5.22.1.3.1a Sidelink process, it is described how to use sl-MaxTransNum for sidelink configured grant of resource allocation mode 1. However, the using of the maximum transmission number (i.e. sl-MaxTxTransNumPSSCH)  in resource allocation mode 2 is missing in the normtive text.
Change: The using of the maximum transmission number (i.e. sl-MaxTxTransNumPSSCH)  in mode 2 is added in the normtive text.
To generate a transmission, the Sidelink process shall:
1>	if there is no uplink transmission; or
1>	if the MAC entity is able to simultaneously perform uplink transmission(s) and sidelink transmission at the time of the transmission; or
1>	if the other MAC entity and the MAC entity are able to simultaneously perform uplink transmission(s) and sidelink transmission at the time of the transmission respectively; or
1>	if there is a MAC PDU to be transmitted for this duration in uplink, except a MAC PDU obtained from the Msg3 buffer, the MSGA buffer, or prioritized as specified in clause 5.4.2.2, and the sidelink transmission is prioritized over uplink transmission:
2>	instruct the physical layer to transmit SCI according to the stored sidelink grant with the associated Sidelink transmission information;
2>	instruct the physical layer to generate a transmission according to the stored sidelink grant;
2>	if HARQ feedback has been enabled for the MAC PDU according to clause 5.22.1.4.2:
3>	instruct the physical layer to monitor PSFCH for the transmission and perform PSFCH reception as specified in clause 5.22.1.3.2.
2>	if sl-PUCCH-Config is configured by RRC for the stored sidelink grant:
3>	determine transmission of an acknowledgement on the PUCCH as specified in clause 5.22.1.3.2.
1>	if this transmission corresponds to the last transmission of the MAC PDU:
2>	decrement SL_RESOURCE_RESELECTION_COUNTER by 1, if available.
NOTE 1:	If the number of HARQ retransmissions selected by the MAC entity has been reached, or if a positive acknowledgement to a transmission of the MAC PDU has been received, or if a negative-only acknowledgement was enabled in the SCI and no negative acknowledgement was received for the transmission of the MAC PDU, the MAC entity determines this transmission corresponds to the last transmission of the MAC PDU for Sidelink resource allocation mode 2. How to determine the last transmission in other cases is up to UE implementation.
1>	if sl-MaxTransNum corresponding to the highest priority of the logical channel(s) in the MAC PDU has been configured in sl-CG-MaxTransNumList for the sidelink grant by RRC and the number of transmissions of the MAC PDU has been reached to sl-MaxTransNum; or
1>	if sl-MaxTxTransNumPSSCH has been configured in SL-PSSCH-TxConfigList for the sidelink grant by RRC and the number of transmissions of the MAC PDU has been reached to sl-MaxTxTransNumPSSCH; or
1>	if a positive acknowledgement to this transmission of the MAC PDU was received according to clause 5.22.1.3.2; or
1>	if negative-only acknowledgement was enabled in the SCI and no negative acknowledgement was received for this transmission of the MAC PDU according to clause 5.22.1.3.2:
2>	flush the HARQ buffer of the associated Sidelink process.
Rapporteur view: Unlike Mode 1, in Mode 2, if the UE does not succeed in TB transmission using the selected resource within the resource reservation period, the TB transmission is considered as failure. So the same UE procedure as mode 1 is not correct.
Q3: Would your company agree to the change proposed in R2-2211561 (For Rel-16)/R2-2211562(For Rel-17)?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	LG
	Disagree
	Unlike Mode 1, in Mode 2, if the UE does not succeed in TB transmission using the selected resource within the resource reservation period, the TB transmission is considered as failure. So the same UE procedure as mode 1 is not correct.

	Xiaomi
	Disagree 
	During resource selection procedure, UE will consider the maximum transmission number and reserve this number of resources for retransmisison of this TB, when this transmission number is reached, UE is allowed to use this process for transmission of another TB, which will replace the HARQ buffer, there is no need to flush the HARQ buffer.

	OPPO
	Disagree
	The flushing buffer/how to determine it is the last transmission of mode-2 has been discussed in RAN2 #112, no need to re-open this issue, the conclusion is adding the following NOTE,
NOTE 1:	If the number of HARQ retransmissions selected by the MAC entity has been reached, …
Besides the sl-MaxTxTransNumPSSCH is for UE to reserve resources, but how to determine whether this is the last transmission (the excate number of the transmission of a TB) is left to UE implementation.

	Qualcomm
	Disagree
	The unlikely use of exceptional pool seems not to warrant this change for the frozen release. 

	Apple
	See comment 
	We think if the mode 2 UE determines that this the last transmission, the HARQ buffer will need to be flushed. It seems the current MAC spec has two different procedure texts : one for decrements the COUNTER; one for flushing buffer. We suggest to discuss how to merge those two so that there is no need to specify the same condition twice.

	Lenovo
	Disagree
	In our view sl-MaxTxTransNumPSSCH is used for resource selection, and how to determine the last transmission is according to following note
NOTE 1:	If the number of HARQ retransmissions selected by the MAC entity has been reached, or if a positive acknowledgement to a transmission of the MAC PDU has been received, or if a negative-only acknowledgement was enabled in the SCI and no negative acknowledgement was received for the transmission of the MAC PDU, the MAC entity determines this transmission corresponds to the last transmission of the MAC PDU for Sidelink resource allocation mode 2. How to determine the last transmission in other cases is up to UE implementation.

	ZTE
	Partially agree
	 The intention is agreed. But the detailed should be modified。The max re-transmussion number is selected by UE self from a allowed overlapped number in two range list:
	3>	select the number of HARQ retransmissions from the allowed numbers, if configured by RRC, in sl-MaxTxTransNumPSSCH included in sl-PSSCH-TxConfigList and, if configured by RRC, overlapped in sl-MaxTxTransNumPSSCH indicated in sl-CBR-PriorityTxConfigList for the highest priority of the logical channel(s) allowed on the carrier and the CBR measured by lower layers according to clause 5.1.27 of TS 38.215 [24] if CBR measurement results are available or the corresponding sl-defaultTxConfigIndex configured by RRC if CBR measurement results are not available;




	vivo
	Disagree
	Similar view as OPPO.

	Huawei, HiSilcon
	Agree (proponent)
	

	InterDigital
	Disagree
	Agree with Rapporteur

	Intel
	Disagree
	Same view as OPPO

	Qualcomm
	Disagree
	Share the views expressed above 


[Summary Q3] Out of 11 companies
Agree:1
Partially agree:1
Disagree: 8
Suggest to discuss: 1
Majority companies don’t agree on the motivation of the correction. Because in Mode 2, if the UE does not succeed in TB transmission using the selected resource, the TB transmission is considered as failure. So the same UE procedure as mode 1 is not correct.
(1, 8) Proposal 3: RAN2 is not to agree on the correction (“The using of the maximum transmission number (i.e. sl-MaxTxTransNumPSSCH)  in mode 2 is added in the normtive text”) in the R2-2211395.

2.4 For changes in R2-2211942(discussion paper)/R2-2211943 (Correction for Rel-16)/R2-2211944(Correction for Rel-17)
2.4.1 Change: 
Reason for change: During RAN2#119-e meeting, RAN2 agreed UL skipping is not applied to sidelink. Therefore, a new condition to check if the UE is configured with sl-ScheduledConfig should be introduced for UE to judge if UL skipping should be performed or not.
Change: In section 5.4.3.1.3, add a new condition to check if the UE is configured with sl-ScheduledConfig should be introduced for UE to judge if UL skipping should be performed or not.
The MAC entity shall:
1>	if the MAC entity is configured with enhancedSkipUplinkTxDynamic with value true and the grant indicated to the HARQ entity was addressed to a C-RNTI, or if the MAC entity is configured with enhancedSkipUplinkTxConfigured with value true and the grant indicated to the HARQ entity is a configured uplink grant:
2>	if there is no UCI to be multiplexed on this PUSCH transmission as specified in TS 38.213 [6]; and
2>	if there is no aperiodic CSI requested for this PUSCH transmission as specified in TS 38.212 [9]; and
2>	if the MAC PDU includes zero MAC SDUs; and
2>	if the MAC PDU includes only the periodic BSR and there is no data available for any LCG, or the MAC PDU includes only the padding BSR; and
2>	if Sidelink resource allocation mode 1 is not configured by RRC:
3>	not generate a MAC PDU for the HARQ entity.
1>	else if the MAC entity is configured with skipUplinkTxDynamic with value true and the grant indicated to the HARQ entity was addressed to a C-RNTI, or the grant indicated to the HARQ entity is a configured uplink grant:
2>	if there is no aperiodic CSI requested for this PUSCH transmission as specified in TS 38.212 [9]; and
2>	if the MAC PDU includes zero MAC SDUs; and
2>	if the MAC PDU includes only the periodic BSR and there is no data available for any LCG, or the MAC PDU includes only the padding BSR; and
2>	if Sidelink resource allocation mode 1 is not configured by RRC:
3>	not generate a MAC PDU for the HARQ entity.
Rapporteur view: Uplink skipping procedure is independent procedure with sidelink mode 1. And also, RAN2 didn’t make any agreement for the proposed correction.
Q4: Would your company agree to the change proposed in R2-2211942(discussion paper)/R2-2211943 (Correction for Rel-16)/R2-2211944(Correction for Rel-17)?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	LG
	Disagree
	Uplink skipping procedure is independent procedure with sidelink mode 1. And also, RAN2 didn’t make any agreement for the proposed correction.

	Xiaomi
	Agree
(proponent)
	We have already have the agreement UL skipping does not apply to SL. 
· UL skipping is not applied to SL.
If we don’t have any update in the spec, we are not sure how to really restrict the coexistence. We are fine to revisit the agreement to remove this restriction or we have some note to clarify since for CG UL skipping is a mandatory feature, if no new condition is introduced, UL skipping will be performed for CG if some conditions are satisfied when UE operates in mode 1, which conflicts with the agreement. 

	OPPO
	Disagree
	Agree with Rapporteur.

	Qualcomm
	Disagree
	Agree with rapporteur

	Apple
	Disagree
	

	CATT
	See comments
	The issue is reasonable, for mode1 CG, the network configuration will fail to control the limitation. For the detailed changing method, it is better to further clarify the validataion of the proposed way.

	Lenovo
	Disagree
	Agree with Rapporteur.

	ZTE
	Disagree
	No need to do such clarification as RAN2 agreed UL skipping is not applied to sidelink. And we do not need to complement all cross-WI characteristic for sidelink except we find real problem.

	vivo
	Disagree
	Yes we have an agreement that ‘UL skipping is not applied to SL’. However, we understand the current specification is already alined with that agreement. 
In current spec,
1>  if the MAC entity is configured with enhancedSkipUplinkTxDynamic with value true and the grant indicated to the HARQ entity was addressed to a C-RNTI, or if the MAC entity is configured with enhancedSkipUplinkTxConfigured with value true and the grant indicated to the HARQ entity is a configured uplink grant:
2> if there is no UCI to be multiplexed on this PUSCH transmission as specified in TS 38.213 [6]; and
2> if there is no aperiodic CSI requested for this PUSCH transmission as specified in TS 38.212 [9]; and
2> if the MAC PDU includes zero MAC SDUs; and
2> if the MAC PDU includes only the periodic BSR and there is no data available for any LCG, or the MAC PDU includes only the padding BSR:
3>  not generate a MAC PDU for the HARQ entity.
If a UL grant can accommodate padding/periodic BSR and padding/periodic SL BSR, the yellow condition will never be met and a MAC PDU will be generated.

	Huawei, HiSilcon
	comments
	Agree with the intention. The current change though would put heavey restiction on UL skipping operation as SL mode 1 is a general configuration. Maybe more detailed condition based on SL data status etc. could be considered. 

	InterDigital
	Disagree
	Agree with Rapporteur

	Intel
	Disagree
	We have sympathy with the intention, but since we do not have any agreement in RAN2 on this, we don’t think we can agree to this change


[Summary Q4] Out of 12 companies
Agree:1
Disagree: 9
Majority companies don’t agree on the correction. Because uplink skipping procedure is independent procedure with sidelink mode 1 and RAN2 didn’t make any agreement for the proposed correction.
(1, 9) Proposal 4: RAN2 is not to agree on the correction (“In section 5.4.3.1.3, add a new condition to check if the UE is configured with sl-ScheduledConfig should be introduced for UE to judge if UL skipping should be performed or not.”) in the R2-2211395.

2.5 For changes in R2-2211945 (For Rel-16)/R2-2211946(For Rel-17)
2.5.1 Change: 
Reason for change: According to the current specification, if the transmission of a sidelink MAC PDU has been positively acknowledged, then HARQ entity will flush the HARQ buffer of the associated sidelink process and the following retransmission sidelink grants will be ignored. Therefore, there is no need to clear the PSCCH duration(s) and PSSCH duration(s) corresponding to retransmission(s) of the MAC PDU upon reception of the dynamic sidelink grant.
Change: In section 5.22.1.1, delete the corresponding description that if the transmission of a MAC PDU has been positively acknowledged, the UE should clear the PSCCH duration(s) and PSSCH duration(s) corresponding to retransmission(s) of the MAC PDU.
[bookmark: _Toc115472737]5.22.1.1	SL Grant reception and SCI transmission
Sidelink grant is received dynamically on the PDCCH, configured semi-persistently by RRC or autonomously selected by the MAC entity. The MAC entity shall have a sidelink grant on an active SL BWP to determine a set of PSCCH duration(s) in which transmission of SCI occurs and a set of PSSCH duration(s) in which transmission of SL-SCH associated with the SCI occurs. A sidelink grant addressed to SLCS-RNTI with NDI = 1 is considered as a dynamic sidelink grant.
If the MAC entity has been configured with Sidelink resource allocation mode 1 as indicated in TS 38.331 [5], the MAC entity shall for each PDCCH occasion and for each grant received for this PDCCH occasion:
1>	if a sidelink grant has been received on the PDCCH for the MAC entity's SL-RNTI:
2>	if the NDI received on the PDCCH has not been toggled compared to the value in the previously received HARQ information for the HARQ Process ID:
3>	use the received sidelink grant to determine PSCCH duration(s) and PSSCH duration(s) for one or more retransmissions of a single MAC PDU for the corresponding Sidelink process according to clause 8.1.2 of TS 38.214 [7].
2>	else:
3>	use the received sidelink grant to determine PSCCH duration(s) and PSSCH duration(s) for initial transmission and, if available, retransmission(s) of a single MAC PDU according to clause 8.1.2 of TS 38.214 [7].
2>	if a sidelink grant is available for retransmission(s) of a MAC PDU which has been positively acknowledged as specified in clause 5.22.1.3.1a:
3>	clear the PSCCH duration(s) and PSSCH duration(s) corresponding to retransmission(s) of the MAC PDU from the sidelink grant.
1>	else if a sidelink grant has been received on the PDCCH for the MAC entity's SLCS-RNTI:
2>	if PDCCH contents indicate retransmission(s) for the identifed HARQ process ID that has been set for an activated configured sidelink grant identified by sl-ConfigIndexCG:
3>	use the received sidelink grant to determine PSCCH duration(s) and PSSCH duration(s) for one or more retransmissions of a single MAC PDU according to clause 8.1.2 of TS 38.214 [7].
2>	else if PDCCH contents indicate configured grant Type 2 deactivation for a configured sidelink grant:
3>	trigger configured sidelink grant confirmation for the configured sidelink grant.
2>	else if PDCCH contents indicate configured grant Type 2 activation for a configured sidelink grant:
3>	trigger configured sidelink grant confirmation for the configured sidelink grant;
3>	store the configured sidelink grant;
3>	initialise or re-initialise the configured sidelink grant to determine the set of PSCCH durations and the set of PSSCH durations for transmissions of multiple MAC PDUs according to clause 8.1.2 of TS 38.214 [7].
Rapporteur view: For clarity of UE operation in mode 1, the corresponding text is required.
Q5: Would your company agree to the change proposed in R2-2211945 (For Rel-16)/R2-2211946(For Rel-17)?

	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	LG
	DisagreeAgree with proponent’s suggestion
	For clarity of UE operation in mode 1, the corresponding text is required.

	Xiaomi
	Agree 
(proponent)
	According to the current specification, if the transmission of a sidelink MAC PDU has been positively acknowledged, then HARQ entity will flush the HARQ buffer of the associated sidelink process and the following retransmission sidelink grants will be ignored. So there is no need to clear the grant.
But if we really would like to keep this clear behaviour, we should remove the corresponding text to an upper level since currently the clear of DG only applies to DG addressed to SL-RNTI but not for SLCS-RNTI. At least the hanlding of DG addressed to different RNTIs should be the same. 
[image: ]

	OPPO
	Follow majority view
	Not critical. 

	Qualcomm
	Disagree
	We see no reason to rescind the RAN2 #119e agreement that UL skipping is not applied to sidelink.

	Apple
	See comment
	We are OK with Xiaomi’s suggestion to move this to a higher lavel

	CATT
	See comment
	Same view as Apple.

	Lenovo
	Follow majority view
	

	ZTE
	No strong view.
	No harm to keep the original wording. In HARQ entity, UE will ignore the transmission if the HARQ process is empty. If we do not clear the grant after the transmission is successful, UE needs to judge whether the HARQ process is empty one transmission by one transmission.

	vivo
	Disagree
	Nothing is really broken. 
While we are fine if the majority conclude to remove the corresponding text to an upper level.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	See comment
	This is old issue about a seemingly redundant description. We proposed before to make duration clearing more general and companies commented that this operation is not needed anyway. So no change (no moving or removing or adding) at that time. We accept to move this to a higer level. If in any case, to make it a higher level redundancy which would be no harm. In case it is not redundant and indeed needed, it should be moved to a higher level. 

	InterDigital
	No strong view
	The existing specification text is not incorrect, and its not so critical to make this change.

	Intel
	
	We can follow majority view on this

	Qualcomm
	Disagree
	We don’t find anything broken in the current spec


[Summary Q5] Out of 12 companies
Agree with proponent’s modification:5
Disagree: 2
No strong view: 2
Follow majority view: 3 (counted as agree)
8 companies agree on modified correction of proponent. Motivation (“we should remove the corresponding text to an upper level since currently the clear of DG only applies to DG addressed to SL-RNTI but not for SLCS-RNTI. At least the hanlding of DG addressed to different RNTIs should be the same.”) of the modified correction of proponent is valid. And majority view is to agree on the correction.
(8, 2) Proposal 5: RAN2 is to agree on the correction (“move the corresponding description (i.g., if the transmission of a MAC PDU has been positively acknowledged, the UE should clear the PSCCH duration(s) and PSSCH duration(s) corresponding to retransmission(s) of the MAC PDU.) to an upper lavel”) in R2-2211945. 
3. Conclusion
(11, 0) Proposal 1: RAN2 is to agree on the correction (“In section 5.22.1.1, change MinSubChannelNumPSSCH and MaxSubchannelNumPSSCH to sl-MinSubChannelNumPSSCH and sl-MaxSubchannelNumPSSCH.”) in the R2-2211240.
(3, 8) Proposal 2: RAN2 is not to agree on the correction (“In section 5.22.1.1, Sidelink UE can select any resource pool except the exceptional resource pool for both one shot and multiple-transmission.”) in the R2-2211395.
(1, 8) Proposal 3: RAN2 is not to agree on the correction (“The using of the maximum transmission number (i.e. sl-MaxTxTransNumPSSCH) in mode 2 is added in the normtive text”) in the R2-2211395.
(1, 9) Proposal 4: RAN2 is not to agree on the correction (“In section 5.4.3.1.3, add a new condition to check if the UE is configured with sl-ScheduledConfig should be introduced for UE to judge if UL skipping should be performed or not.”) in the R2-2211395.
[bookmark: _GoBack](8, 2) Proposal 5: RAN2 is to agree on the correction (“move the corresponding description (i.g., if the transmission of a MAC PDU has been positively acknowledged, the UE should clear the PSCCH duration(s) and PSSCH duration(s) corresponding to retransmission(s) of the MAC PDU.) to an upper lavel”) in R2-2211945. 
image1.png
1> if a sidelink grant has been received on the PDCCH for the MAC entity's SL-RNTIL:

2> if the NDI received on the PDCCH has not been toggled compared to the value in the previously received
HARQ information for the HARQ Process ID:

2> if asidelink £ ilable f t ission(s)-of a MAC PDU which has b itivel L ledoed

1> else if a sidelink grant has been received on the PDCCH for the MAC| entity's SLCS-RNTI:

2> if PDCCH contents indicate retransmission(s) for the identifed HARQ process ID that has been set for an
activated configured sidelink grant identified by s/-ConfigindexCG:

1> if a sidelink grant is available for retransmission(s) of a MAC PDU which has been positively acknowledged as

specified in clause 5.22.1.3.1a:

2> clear the PSCCH duration(s) and PSSCH duration(s) corresponding to retransmission(s) of the MAC PDU
from the sidelink grant. .





