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Introduction
In this summary document, the CRs submitted to AI 6.4.2 for CP corrections are summarized for 5G V2X with NR SL WI. Some critical issues/corrections are recommended to be discussed and concluded in the upcoming meeting, whereas some corrections not looking urgent are proposed to be de-prioritized and postponed to future meetings. 
Miscellaneous Correction CRs for RRC
RAN2 Chairman already set the rule that miscellaneous Correction CR should be prepared by the Cat B CR Editors for their WI/TS, as follows:
Rel-16 miscellaneous corrections CRs
Editors for Rel-16 WI Cat B CRs are asked to, if needed, prepare or be ready to prepare (at the meeting) a miscellaneous corrections CR for their WI/TS. Companies are encouraged to coordinate with the Cat B CR editors for small changes, clarifications, text enhancements etc.
Therefore, Huawei, Hisilicon, as the R16 NR V2X RRC CR editor companies, provided miscellaneous correction CRs for TS 38.331 and TS 36.331, respectively in R2-2007852 and R2-2007908. 
It is also seen that some other companies also provide miscellaneous Correction CRs, which mainly provide changes that are straightforward and with easy agreements (e.g. editorial changes, clarification, naming alignment, etc.), for TS 38.331/TS 36.331. A list of them are as follows:
R2-2007245, R2-2007281, R2-2007848, R2-2007852, R2-2007871, R2-2007908, R2-2007923, R2-2006745, R2-2006614, R2-2006621, R2-2007079, R2-2007075, R2-2007074, R2-2007732 (Change 2).
As per the guideline from the RAN2 chairman, miscellaneous correction CRs, for TS 38.331 and TS 36.331, should be provided by the Rapp to cover all the above changes (whichever agreeable), and the updated miscellaneous correction CRs are recommended to be directly reviewed in offline discussion, instead of occupying precious online time. 
Proposal 0: An offline discussion is assigned to V2X RRC Rapp for miscellaneous correction RRC CR update and review, by taking R2-2007852 and R2-2007908 as the baselines and above listed miscellaneous correction CRs into account. The outcome are agreeable miscellaneous correction CRs for TS 38.331 and TS 36.331.
Critical Corrections
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]The corrections which are regarded as critical are further categorized into ASN.1 related changes, which directly change ASN.1, and non-ASN.1 related changes, which make some critical changes on incorrect procedures/field descriptions. 
2.1	ASN.1 related
As for the change related to ASN.1, they need to be critical corrections, i.e. without them, some features basically fail to work. For such changes, the earlier, the better. 
Topic 1: Addition of the missing SDAP header configuration in PC5 RRC signalling
List of Tdoc: R2-2007855
Summary: This contribution proposes to add the SDAP header configuration, i.e. sl-SDAP-Header, into RRCReconfigurationSidelink message. It is obvious that this SDAP header enabler, which has already been added in the Uu SL configuration (i.e. in sl-SDAP-Config of SL-RadioBearerConfig), is now missing in PC5 RRC signalling somehow. The consequence of such missing in PC5 RRC is quite straightforward: the two UEs performing unicast communication cannot tell whether SDAP header is present in every SL SDAP SDU received from each other, and thus cannot correctly decode SL SDAP PDUs as per the current Spec. This is a critical issue which causes the UE implementation as per V16.1.0 cannot work for NR SL unicast. 
Proposal 1: RAN2 to agree the CR in R2-2007855 (i.e. addition of the missing SDAP header configuration in PC5 RRC signalling). 

Topic 2: Invalid signalling type for sl-ReportQuantity in SL-RSRP configuration
List of Tdoc: R2-2007854
Summary: This contribution proposes to change the signalling type of this field. This field is used to indicate which specific measurement metric is to be reported. Therefore, similar to the parameter MeasReportQuantity in Uu ReportConfigNR, its corresponding IE, SL-MeasReportQuantity, should have each candidate value in the CHOICE structure as a “Boolean” type. However, now the only candidate value, i.e. sl-RSRP, is mistakenly specified to refer to the IE RSRP-Range which is not a Boolean by an integer. So this mistake needs to be fixed, with the existing signalling unable to work correctly.
In order to avoid the NBC issue on ASN.1 encoding that results from directly restructuring the existing IE in SL-MeasReportQuantity, the CR makes the existing IE into dummy and add the new (and correct) IE as an extension where some inter-operability issues may occur between the UE and NW on the understanding of SL-RSRP configuration. 
Proposal 2: RAN2 to agree the CR in R2-2007854 (i.e. correction on the invalid signalling type of sl-ReportQuantity). 

Topic 3: Addition of the missing resource pool ID into configured SL grant type 1
List of Tdoc: R2-2007917
Summary: This contribution proposes to add the resource pool ID that is associated with each configured SL grant type 1, in order to indicate the resource pool in which the configured SL grant is used. Note that in the June version of the (fozen) RAN specification, TS 38.212., it is clearly specified that multiple mode-1 resource pools are already supported and in the DCI used for NR SL communication already including the resource pool index indicating the resource pool where the dynamic SL grant and configured SL grant type 2 is used. Therefore, it is obvious that configured SL grant type-1 should work in the same way, and the missing resource pool ID should also be added in RRC (to indicate the resource pool is each configured SL grant type 1 applied), as propose by the CR.
Note that the June version of TS 38.212 is also frozen. To this end, it makes no sense for RAN2 to further discuss the need of multiple mode-1 resource pool that is already specified in RAN1 spec, and even more reasonable for RAN2 to make any conclusion to revert what has already specified in other WGs’ Specs. 
Proposal 3: RAN2 to agree the CR in R2-2007917 (i.e. addition of the missing resource pool ID associated with each configured sidelink type-1 configuration). 

Topic 4: Distinction of bi-directional and uni-directional RLC UM SLRB configuration
List of Tdoc: R2-2006745 (Change 1)
Summary: Although the title of the CR says miscellaneous correction, the first change touches the ASN.1. Specifically, it intends to further split the current candidate value sl-UM-RLC which is include in the Uu SL-RLC-Config, into sl-UM-Bi-Directional-RLC and sl-UM-Uni-Directional-RLC, and such distinction is already in the SL-RLC-ConfigPC5-r16. The current Spec works in such a way that whether the RLC mode signalled in SL-RLC-ConfigPC5 is determined by the TX UE implementation. Also, the change leads to inter-operability issues with new values introduced. Therefore, whether this change is needed should be discussed by RAN2. 
Proposal 4: RAN2 to further discuss whether to split the candidate value of “sl-UM-RLC” (in SL-RLC-Config) into “sl-UM-Bi-Directional-RLC” and “sl-UM-Uni-Directional-RLC”, as proposed in R2-2006745.

Topic 5: Change of Need Code mistakenly specified
List of Tdoc: R2-2007280, R2-2007299
Summary: The above two CRs are mainly aiming at change the erroneous need code, which is inconsistency with the corresponding field descriptions. Specifically, “Need M” is changed to “Need S” for the field sl-X-Overhead in R2-2007280. Also, “Need M” is also changed to “Need S” for the fields sl-Alpha-PSSCH-PSCCH, dl-Alpha-PSSCH-PSCCH and dl-Alpha-PSFCH in SL-PowerControl in R2-2007299.
From the Rapp’s perspective, although the need code is changed, there should be no inter-operability issue, with the reason that the current field descriptions of these fields have already specified as the way of “Need S”, and the only error is that the Need Codes themselves are incorrectly written in literal. Therefore, the NW and UE implemented as per V16.1.0 should have already been implemented following “Need S”, with the changes in fact just some editorial corrections. It is hence proposed that RAN2 agrees the changes which are then merged into the miscellaneous correction CRs from the Rapp. 
Proposal 5: RAN2 to agree on the Need Code changes in R2-2007280 and R2-2007299, and merge them into the miscellaneous correction CRs of the V2X RRC Rapp. 

Topic 6: Addition of the missing anchor carrier pre-configuration for NR SL
List of Tdoc: R2-2007298
Summary: The CR is to add the anchor carrier frequency(ies), i.e. anchorCarrierFreqListNR, that can provide NR SL communication configuration into the LTE V2X SL pre-configuration in TS 36.331. Such anchor carrier configuration has already been existing in the SIB21 in the current Spec, but unfortunately is missing in the pre-configuration somehow. On the one hand, the anchor carrier for LTE V2X SL/NR SL can be provided in two ways, i.e. in the SIB and in pre-configuration, which has been the case since R14; on the other hand, Rapp also understands that the lack of the pre-configured anchor carrier(s) may not lead to essential problem for the UE to find inter-carrier NR SL configuration, e.g. relying on SIB configuration or full search, since the anchor carrier mechanism itself is some forms of enhancement. Therefore, it is proposed that RAN2 further discuss whether such addition is needed. 
Proposal 6: RAN2 to discuss whether it is necessary to add the missing anchor frequency(ies) providing NR SL configuration in the pre-configuration in TS 36.331. If yes, agree the CR in R2-2007298. 

Topic 7: Removal of an erroneous periodicity value for configured sidelink grant type 1
List of Tdoc: R2-2007853
Summary: The CR is to add remove value “ms0” from sl-PeriodCG1, i.e. periodicity for configured sidleink grant type 1, because there is no meaning for a configured sidelink grant in mode-1 using a periodicity of 0. Considering that the total bit needed for this field is 4 bit, the CR removes the “ms0” and add 6 spared values in the ENUMERATED, and this change keeps the bits needed for this field unchanged and thus avoid NBC issue on the ASN.1 encoding. However, if someone wants to avoid ASN.1 change, another way is to, in the field description, restrict the NW to never configure the value “ms0”, which however does not look neat from a protocol perspective. So RAN2 is suggested to discuss which way to go. 
Proposal 7: RAN2 to discuss how to deal with the value “ms0” now included in the candidate values of configured grant type 1 periodicity. If removal of it is needed and change of ASN.1 is acceptable, agree the CR in R2-2007853. 

2.2	Non-ASN.1 related
This section focuses on the non-ASN.1 related changes whose related issues are identified by a number of companies, and/or the CRs that have already co-signed by plenty of companies. These CRs are suggested to be handled in this meeting as critical corrections. 
Topic 8: Confirmation/Failure handling of IRAT SL configuration (RAN plenary discussed “issue 1”) 
List of Tdoc: R2-2006598, R2-2006599, R2-2006914, R2-2007227, R2-2007284, R2-2007285, R2-2007286, R2-2008099, R2-2007869, R2-2007870
Summary: The above contributions are discussing whether there is really any left-over issue on the acknowledgement/failure handling for IRAT SL configuration in the current TS 38.331/TS 36.331, in response to the discussion minute of last RAN plenary where not any conclusion was actually made. From the above contributions, views from companies on whether anything needs to be further specified for this aspect are summarized as follows:
· Nothing more needed with the current Specs already working well: Huawei, CATT, Apple, ZTE Corporation, LG Electronics Inc., Intel Corporation, Lenovo, Motorola Mobility, HiSilicon  9 companies (R2-2008099)
· No further normative procedure or signalling needed, with only a clarification via NOTE: Samsung, OPPO, MediaTek  3 companies (R2-2006598, R2-2006599, R2-2006914, R2-2007227)
· New normative procedure/signalling needed: Ericsson, Vivo  2 companies (Other Tdocs)
From the above summary of companies’ positions, it is rather clear that an absolute majority of companies confirmed that the current TS38.331 and TS 36.331 are already able to well support the acknowledgement and failure handling for IRAT SL configuration, and there is no need to introduce any new normative procedure or signalling (12:2). Therefore, this should be agreed by RAN2. The only left-over is whether some informative clarifications are needed to make it clearer to readers. RAN2 can further discuss this aspect.
Proposal 8: RAN2 to agree that there is no need to further introduce any normative procedure or signalling for acknowledgement/failure handling of IRAT SL configuration, and confirm that the current TS 38.331 and TS 38.331 can already support them without technical issue.
Proposal 8a: RAN2 to further discuss whether any informative clarification (via NOTE) is needed, and, if yes, to decide which CR(s) to adopt (among R2-2006598, R2-2006599, R2-2006914).

Topic 9: Other corrections on V2X IRAT functionality 
List of Tdoc: (To TS 38.331) R2-2007243, R2-2006744, R2-2007283, R2-2007848, R2-2006876; (To TS 36.331) R2-2007096, R2-2007228, R2-2007242, R2-2006875
Summary: There are above CRs propose other procedural changes in terms of V2X IRAT functionality.
Regarding the CRs to TS 38.331, main changes are summarized as follows:
· Addition of missing procedure for measConfig and/or otherConfig when sl-ConfigDedicatedEUTRA was received (R2-2007243,R2-2006744);
	-	The CR in R2-2007283 proposed a different change, but fails to address the missing procedure for measConfig;
· Correction on the wrong condition for NR CBR report in E-UTRA IRAT message (R2-2007243, R2-2007848);
· Correction on the UEAssistanceInformation transmission procedure in E-UTRA IRAT message (R2-2007243, R2-2006876);
· Other editorial changes.
It is seen that among the CRs to TS 38.331, the CR in R2-2007243 has nearly covered the functional corrections and/or identified issues of all other related CRs. Also, for every change in R2-2007243, there is another CR proposing the same change, and thus double-confirming its correctness. Therefore, it is proposed that for TS 38.331 RAN2 to agree the CR in R2-2007243 for the corrections on V2X IRAT functionality. If companies need more time to check, at least take R2-2007243 as the baseline CR in the corresponding offline discussion. (See proposal 9 below)
Regarding the CRs to TS 36.331, main changes are summarized as follows:
· Dummify the field measResultListNR-SL that is not used anywhere (R2-2007242, R2-2007228);
· Clarify the necessity of SL SPS config presence in sl-ConfigDedicatedEUTRA provided by NR Uu (R2-2007096);
· Addition of missing procedure for measConfig and/or otherConfig when sl-ConfigDedicatedNR was received (R2-2007242) 
· Correction on E-UTRA IRAT message trigger, to avoid it mistakenly sent in NE-DC case (R2-2006875);
· Other editorial changes.
It seems the changes in the above 1st bullet are straightforward, and may be agreed easily. For the changes in the 2nd, 3rd and 4th bullets, they should be correct from the Rapp’s perspective, but may need some further check by companies. Therefore, RAN2 is suggested to further discuss whether we can agree the changes in the above CRs and aim at an output of an agreeable CR to TS 36.331 containing all the agreed corrections on V2X IRAT functionality. (See proposal 10 below)
Proposal 9: For TS 38.331, RAN2 tries to agree the CR in R2-2007243 for the correction of V2X IRAT functionality. If companies need more time to check, take the CR in R2-2007243 as the baseline in the corresponding offline discussion.
Proposal 9a: For TS 36.331, RAN2 to agree to dummify the useless field measResultListNR-SL as in CR R2-2007242 and R2-2007228, and further discuss the necessity of other changes in R2-2007096, R2-2007228, R2-2007242 and R2-2006875. An offline discussion is suggested with the outcome of a CR collecting all agreeable changes from above CRs.

Topic 10: SL priority threshold values
List of Tdoc: R2-2006622, R2-2007881, R2-2007921, R2-2007922
Summary: The situation now is that the SL priority threshold configuration used for SL/UL TX prioritization in L2 (i.e. sl-PrioritizationThres in the SL-ScheduledConfig or SL-UE-SelectedConfig) has a maximum value of “8”, whereas the SL priority threshold configuration used for SL/UL TX prioritization in L1 (i.e. sl-PriorityThreshold-UL-URLLC-r16 and sl-PriorityThreshold-r16 in SL-ResourcePool) has a maximum value of “9”.  Then, in R2-2006622 and R2-2007881  some companies proposed to extend the maximum SL priority threshold value for L2 prioritization to “9”, with the motivation of enabling a case that even the SL transmission with lowest priority (i.e. priority “8”) can be prioritized over some UL transmission(s). By contrast, in R2-2007921 and R2-2007922, another company proposed to change the maximum value of SL priority threshold for L1 prioritization from “9” to “8”, with the rationale that a priority value of “9” does not exist in NR SL. 
As to this issue, it is not clear in which case even the lowest-priority SL transmission is prioritized over UL transmissions”. One may say that which SL transmission is prioritized should be up to NW implementation. However, from the perspective of protecting UL transmission, the basic logic of UL/SL TX prioritization should be to prioritize SL some transmissions only if they are with sufficient high priority or importance, and to ensure UL transmission to be unaffected otherwise. Therefore, it seems unreasonable for the NW to be implemented to allow even lowest-priority/lowest- importance SL transmission to affect Uu communication. In the other way around, if the NW really wants to give the chance for some SL data to be prioritized, it can choose to not configure the lowest SL logical channel priority “8” for such data, and this is completely up to NW implementation. As a result, it is unclear whether to change the maximum SL priority threshold value from “8” to “9” is really essential, and this issue may need to be discussed and determined by RAN2. 
Observation: If the NW really wants to give the chance for some SL data to be prioritized, it simply chooses to not configure the SL logical channel priority of “8” for such SL data, which is fully up to NW implementation.
Proposal 10: RAN2 to discuss and conclude which (“8” or “9”) the maximum value of SL priority threshold used for UL and SL transmission prioritization in MAC and in PHY should be:
· If value “8” is agreed, RAN2 further decides whether to adopt the changes in R2-2007921 or R2-2007922, and informs RAN1 of the RAN2 decision on this change to SL priority threshold used in L1. 
· If value “9” is agreed, RAN2 agrees to dummify the current sl-PrioritizationThres in SL-ScheduledConfig and in SL-UE-SelectedConfig, and add the newly defined fields with value range (1..9) as an extension. 

Topic 11: Corrections related to RAN1 agreements and/or RAN1 Spec
List of Tdoc: R2-2007206, R2-2008037
Summary: In R2-2007206, it is proposed to add the missing agreement of RAN1 “Regarding the number of PRBs configured for a resource pool, all PRBs: UE is not expect to use the remaining PRBs (i.e., not large enough for a full subchannel) in Rel-16.” in the corresponding field description of sl-RB-Number. This is quite straightforward, and can be agreed from Rapp’s perspective. 
In R2-2008037, several changes are proposed to capture missing RAN1 agreements and/or align RAN1 spec:
· Change 1: change sync procedure for NR SL communication to ensure aligned NR V2X and LTE V2X subframes. 
· Change 2: Add the missing agreement “The minimum value of X is subject to UE capability” where X is sl-TimeOffsetEUTRA and the related capability is gnb-ScheduledSidelinkMode4SidelinkEUTRA;
· Change 3: add the SL BWP related descriptions into the field description of TDD-UL-DL-ConfigCommon.
From Rapp’s perspective, Change 2 and 3 above may be obvious and agreed easily. However, it is not clear whether Change 1 is technically in a right way, and may need some discussions among companies. Therefore, it is proposed that the intentions of Change 2 and 3 in R2-2008037 can be agreed by RAN2, but whether Change 1 can be agreed is further discussed. Also, it is preferred from the Rapp’s perspective that the corresponding UE capability related to Change 2 is clearly specified along with the change itself, and the description on SL in Change 3 is separated from current description on Uu, in order to avoid unexpected side-effect to original Uu description. 
As for the CR management, it is suggested that RAN2 uses one CR to capture all corrections related to RAN1 issues. 
Proposal 11: RAN2 to agree the change in R2-2007206 (i.e. to add the missing agreement for usage of PRBs in resource pools). 
Proposal 11a: For the CR in R2-2008037, RAN2 to agree Change 2 (with a modification of specifying the corresponding capability) and Change 3 (with a separation description for SL but not changing the existing Uu description), and to further discuss Change 1. 
[Recommendation] RAN2 to agree one CR that captures all agreed corrections related to RAN1 Issues. 

Topic 12: Change of synchronization procedure
List of Tdoc: R2-2007866 (withdrawn), R2-2007886 (but unavailable)
Summary: This draft CR was proposed to change UE behaviour on SLSS ID selection. Although the original submission, R2-2007866, has a number of co-sourcing companies, it is now withdrawn. The new version, R2-2007886 (which should be the revision of the original version as they have the same title), is still unavailable till now. Considering 3GPP cannot treat a withdrawn paper, RAN2 is suggested to treat this draft CR only if the revision in R2-2007886 is available at the meeting. Otherwise, the draft CR is postponed to future meetings. 
Proposal 12: RAN2 treats the draft CR in R2-2007886 and discusses whether the changes is agreeable, only if it is available during the meeting. Otherwise, the draft CR is automatically postponed to future meetings.
CRs de-prioritized/postponed
For the below CRs, on the one hand, the need of them, along with the appropriateness of the changes included, is not as straightforward as can be directly agreed, and thus need some forms of discussions; on the other hand, they are respectively proposed by individual companies w/o majority views able to be seen immediately. From Rapp’s perspective, these CRs may not be super-critical, and may be discussed/concluded in future meetings. Considering the limited time we had, in comparison with the massive number of issues/topics to be discussed (e.g. UE Capa, MAC corrections, etc.), these CRs are proposed to be discussed only if time allows in this meeting, or to be postponed to further meetings. 
List of CRs proposed to be discussed only if time allows, or to be postponed to future meeting: R2-2007282, R2-2007395, R2-2007857, R2-2007239, R2-2007095, R2-2007856, R2-2007731
The contribution/CRs in R2-2007193, R2-2007198, R2-2007235 and R2-2008050 are proposing the changes that are directly against the agreements and/or Specs of other WGs. Specifically, they still propose to not support multiple mode-1 TX resource pools which are already supported in RAN1 Specs. Different from the situation in the last meeting where no formal RAN1 agreement was seen, now the support of multiple mode-1 TX resource pool has already been something supported and specified in the June (frozen) version of TS 38.212[footnoteRef:1], regardless of what specific motivation RAN1 had when introducing it. Therefore, RAN2 should not re-discuss this issue, to avoid making any conclusion against what has already specified in other WGs’ Specs. These CRs are thus proposed to be de-prioritized. [1:  See the descriptions of the “Resource pool index” in “7.3.1.4.1	Format 3_0” in TS 38.212, V16.1.0.] 

As for the Change 1 in R2-2007732, the change itself is against previous agreements in the last meeting where the condition in the current specification (specifically, the “and” concatenating the two “if” conditions) was precisely coming from the draft CR whose changes were agreed as the baseline and extensively reviewed by companies(see below). In such a case, it is not clear whether the Change 1 in R2-2007732 is really necessary/correct, and Rapp suggests to de-prioritize that change.
(RAN2_110e Meeting_Report)
Agreements on RRC: 
4: 	For SLRB release procedures, change the current spec style, i.e. UE releases the DRB once either its NW or its peer UE inform the SL DRB release. Need of more clarification can be discussed when CR is implemented. Take the Related text proposals provided in R2-2002625 (OPPO) as the baseline. [H338]
As for R2-2007263, the Rapp is not sure whether the proposed issue really exists. The contribution proposes that the current conditional presence i.e. “-- Cond CBR” for sl-MaxTxPower-r16 in SL-PSSCH-TxParameters is specified for the speed related pareamter adaptation, but not CBR related parameter, and thus claims that this conditional presence is not aligned with RAN1. However, the true case, from Rapp’s perspective, seems to be completely in the other way around. Specifically, the IE SL-PSSCH-TxParameters, though it defined in SL-PSSCH-TxConfigList, is also referenced by SL-CBR-CommonTxConfigList/SL-CBR-PSSCH-TxConfig, so that the condition presence exactly means that the sl-MaxTxPower-r16 can only present in the SL-PSSCH-TxParameters which is included in SL-CBR-CommonTxConfigList/SL-CBR-PSSCH-TxConfig. That is, the condition presence specified now is fully in line with RAN1’s conclusion (i.e. only applied to CBR related parameter adaptation).
Others
Apart from above RRC CRs, there are some other CRs which are submitted to this AI but are more related to other Specs. Specifically: 
· There are some CRs on TS 38.304, including R2-2006620, R2-2007876, , RRC Rapp thinks how to deal with them can be decided by the V2X Rapp for TS 36.304/TS 38.304.
· As for Tdocs in R2-2007383 and R2-2007872, they are more related to MAC issues/impacts, so RRC Rapp thinks they should be deal with in AI 6.4.2 as MAC issues.
Conclusion
This document summarizes the contributions submitted to AI 6.4.2. Proposals and suggested way on handle them are listed below from a Rapp’s perspective:
· Miscellaneous correction CR handling
Proposal 0: An offline discussion is assigned to V2X RRC Rapp for miscellaneous correction RRC CR update and review, by taking R2-2007852 and R2-2007908 as the baselines and above listed miscellaneous correction CRs into account. The outcome are agreeable miscellaneous correction CRs for TS 38.331 and TS 36.331.
· Critical corrections -- ASN.1 related
Proposal 1: RAN2 to agree the CR in R2-2007855 (i.e. addition of the missing SDAP header configuration in PC5 RRC signalling). 
Proposal 2: RAN2 to agree the CR in R2-2007854 (i.e. correction on the invalid signalling type of sl-ReportQuantity). 
Proposal 3: RAN2 to agree the CR in R2-2007917 (i.e. addition of the missing resource pool ID associated with each configured sidelink type-1 configuration). 
Proposal 4: RAN2 to further discuss whether to split the candidate value of “sl-UM-RLC” (in SL-RLC-Config) into “sl-UM-Bi-Directional-RLC” and “sl-UM-Uni-Directional-RLC”, as proposed in R2-2006745.
Proposal 5: RAN2 to agree on the Need Code changes in R2-2007280 and R2-2007299, and merge them into the miscellaneous correction CRs of the V2X RRC Rapp.
Proposal 6: RAN2 to discuss whether it is necessary to add the missing anchor frequency(ies) providing NR SL configuration in the pre-configuration in TS 36.331. If yes, agree the CR in R2-2007298. 
Proposal 7: RAN2 to discuss how to deal with the value “ms0” now included in the candidate values of configured grant type 1 periodicity. If removal of it is needed and change of ASN.1 is acceptable, agree the CR in R2-2007853.  
· Critical corrections – non-ASN.1 related
· V2X IRAT, confirmation/failure handling (RAN plenary related)
Proposal 8: RAN2 to agree that there is no need to further introduce any normative procedure or signalling for acknowledgement/failure handling of IRAT SL configuration, and confirm that the current TS 38.331 and TS 38.331 can already support them without technical issue.
Proposal 8a: RAN2 to further discuss whether any informative clarification (via NOTE) is needed, and, if yes, to decide which CR(s) to adopt (among R2-2006598, R2-2006599, R2-2006914).
· V2X IRAT, other corrections
Proposal 9: For TS 38.331, RAN2 tries to agree the CR in R2-2007243 for the correction of V2X IRAT functionality. If companies need more time to check, take the CR in R2-2007243 as the baseline in the corresponding offline discussion.
Proposal 9a: For TS 36.331, RAN2 to agree to dummify the useless field measResultListNR-SL as in CR R2-2007242 and R2-2007228, and further discuss the necessity of other changes in R2-2007096, R2-2007228, R2-2007242 and R2-2006875. An offline discussion is suggested with the outcome of a CR collecting all agreeable changes from above CRs.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]SL priority threshold value configuration
Observation: If the NW really wants to give the chance for some SL data to be prioritized, it simply chooses to not configure the SL logical channel priority of “8” for such SL data, which is fully up to NW implementation.
Proposal 10: RAN2 to discuss and conclude which (“8” or “9”) the maximum value of SL priority threshold used for UL and SL transmission prioritization in MAC and in PHY should be:
· If value “8” is agreed, RAN2 further decides whether to adopt the changes in R2-2007921 or R2-2007922, and informs RAN1 of the RAN2 decision on this change to SL priority threshold used in L1. 
· If value “9” is agreed, RAN2 agrees to dummify the current sl-PrioritizationThres in SL-ScheduledConfig and in SL-UE-SelectedConfig, and add the newly defined fields with value range (1..9) as an extension. 
· Corrections related to RAN1 agreements/Spec
Proposal 11: RAN2 to agree the change in R2-2007206 (i.e. to add the missing agreement for usage of PRBs in resource pools). 
Proposal 11a: For the CR in R2-2008037, RAN2 to agree Change 2 (with a modification of specifying the corresponding capability) and Change 3 (with a separation description for SL but not changing the existing Uu description), and to further discuss Change 1. 
[Recommendation] RAN2 to agree one CR that captures all agreed corrections related to RAN1 Issues.
· Corrections on SLSS transmission
Proposal 12: RAN2 treats the draft CR in R2-2007886 and discusses whether the changes is agreeable, only if it is available during the meeting. Otherwise, the draft CR is automatically postponed to future meetings.
· CRs de-prioritized/postponed
List of CRs proposed to be discussed only if time allows, or to be postponed to future meeting: R2-2007282, R2-2007395, R2-2007857, R2-2007239, R2-2007095, R2-2007856, R2-2007731
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