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3	Discussion on proposals
In this summary, the rapporteur asks for companies' input on whether each proposals are agreed. 

3.1 R2-2204552	Clarification on resource re-selection for pre-empted resource with SL DRX	SHARP Corporation	Discussion

In RAN2#117e, it was agreed that the reselected resource should not be earlier than the pre-empted resource for resource re-selection due to pre-emption, shown as follows,
	Agreements on SL DRX open issues: 
22: For resource reselection due to pre-emption, the reselected resource should not be earlier than the pre-empted resource in time domain.


When the pre-emption occurs, PHY shall report the pre-empted resource and MAC layers accordingly perform resource re-selection for the pre-empted resource. It is noted that one prior SCI indicates the pre-empted resource to RX UE and the RX UE keeps monitoring SCI from the TX UE till the SL HARQ Retransmission timer expires which is initiated after RTT timer expires. If the re-selected resource comes after the SL Retransmission timer expires, the receiver UE could possibly miss the SCI. Therefore, besides the re-selected resource comes after the pre-empted resource, the time gap between the re-selected resource and pre-empted resource is not larger than the duration of SL HARQ Retransmission timer. 
Proposal 1: For resource re-selection of the pre-emption check in SL DRX, the time gap between the re-selected resource and the reported pre-empted resource is not larger than the duration of SL HARQ Retransmission timer.
Q1: Would your company agree with proposal 1 in R2-2204552?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes
	

	InterDigital
	No
	This change is not necessary, since the TX UE anyway selects resources in the active time of the RX UE, even for the case of pre-emption.

	OPPO
	See comments
	Basically this is an issue on how to restrict resource reselection for pre-emption case considering DRX, and we agree with the intention of restricting the re-selected resource located in DRX active time of Rx UE, but we understand using “active time” (by referring to 5.28.3 (now is 5.28.2 by mistake)) instead of “retransmission timer” as we did in other place where we capture the DRX impact to resource selection is sufficient, to align with the conclusion in 117.

	Huawei HiSilicon 
	No 
	Agree with OPPO. 

	Lenovo
	
	Agree with Oppo, that reselected resource should fall into the active time of the Rx UE. So some rewording is necessary

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	Sharp
	Yes
	Proponent.
Regarding OPPO’s comments, we are not sure the motivation of the agreement as cited above why the re-selected resource should not be earlier than the pre-empted resource. Note that in specs SL DRX active time is defined, instead of in-active time, which means even before the RTT timer expires, there might be active time as well, e.g. due to other SL DRX configurations. In that sense, the former agreement can be incorporated into the proposal as the re-selected resource shall be within active time. Therefore, we think it is better to add the restriction as the proposal, on top of the agreement in RAN1#117e.

	Ericsson 
	No 
	There is already agreement that the selected resource should be within SL DRX active time, no need to introduce redundant restriction.  

	Nokia
	No
	Agree with other companies that the Tx should already select within the active time

	Qualcomm
	No
	Reselected resources should be within Rx UE’s active time including the HARQ retransmission timer.

	CATT
	Yes with comment
	We agree the intention, but whether to use “active time“ or  “retransmission timer”, we are open

	Samsung
	No
	Agree with other companies.

	vivo
	No
	It is an obvious TX UE behaviour to re-select a resource within the active time. It seems no further specification description is needed.



[Summary Q1] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 4
No: 6
Others: 3
No majority view on this proposal. 
Companies think that the issue raised by the proposal can be solved in the existing resource selection procedure considering the active time specified in 5.28.3.
(4, 6) Proposal 1: RAN2 is to agree on the intention of the proposal 1 (“For resource re-selection of the pre-emption check in SL DRX, the time gap between the re-selected resource and the reported pre-empted resource is not larger than the duration of SL HARQ Retransmission timer.”) in the R2-2204552, FFS on the detailed shape of the change.
3.2 R2-2204580	Discussion on DRX left issues for user plane aspect	OPPO	discussion
Proposal 1	RAN2 confirm the WA “if there is no SL grant in the SL DRX active time of the destination that has data to be sent, trigger resource reselection”.
Proposal 2	RAN2 confirm the WA “For mode-1 re-transmission grant, if the re-transmission grant is dropped due to no Rx-UE in active time, Tx-UE report NACK to network via PUCCH”.
· Rapporteur comment
· Proposal 1/2 will be discussed in online session.

According to the current specification, drx-RetransmissionTimerSL can never be started in case both PSFCH and PUCCH are not configured.
Proposal 3	Add the starting condition of drx-RetransmissionTimerSL upon expiry of drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL in case both PSFCH and PUCCH are not configured.
Q2: Would your company agree with proposal 3 in R2-2204580?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes
	

	InterDigital
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	Huawei HiSilicon
	Yes
	We have the same proposal in our contribution. 

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	Apple
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	Yes
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	



[Summary Q2] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 13
No: 0
(13, 0) Proposal 2: RAN2 is to agree on proposal 3 (“Add the starting condition of drx-RetransmissionTimerSL upon expiry of drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL in case both PSFCH and PUCCH are not configured.”) in the R2-2204580.
3.3 R2-2204782	Discussion on remaining issues for user plane aspect 	LG Electronics France	discussion
Observation 1. According to the discussion result of SA2, when there are multiple QoS flows for the same Destination Layer-2 ID, the upper layer applies a DRX-based Tx profile and a non-DRX based Tx profile for each SDU of multiple QoS flows and forwards each Tx profile to the AS layer. In this case, the MAC layer should determine whether to multiplex the DRX SDU and non-DRX SDU. 
RAN2 can consider three options for this multiplexing issue below:
Option 1. Do not allow multiplexing for DRX SDU and non-DRX SDU
Option 2. Allow multiplexing for DRX SDU and non-DRX SDU, but follow DRX-based Tx profile
Option 3. Allow multiplexing for DRX SDU and non-DRX SDU, but follow the non-DRX-based Tx profile.
Observation 2. Of the three options mentioned above, we prefer option 1. This is because, among the services (or QoS profiles) associated with the same Destination Layer-2 ID, RX UE may be interested in only DRX-On Service or DRX-Off service, but TX UE is interested in both services (DRX-On Service or DRX-Off service). If the MAC PDU is transmitted in “always on mode: DRX-off” by multiplexing the both SDUs, the RX UE supporting DRX may not receive the MAC PDU transmitted by the TX UE. Therefore, we prefer to prevent the TX UE from multiplexing between DRX SDU and non-DRX SDU associated with the same destination layer-2 ID so that the RX UE can receive the packet transmitted by the TX UE.
Proposal 1. TX UE should not multiplex between DRX SDU and non-DRX SDU associated with the same destination layer-2 ID.

Q3: Would your company agree with proposal 1 in R2-2204782?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes
	

	InterDigital
	No
	This is not needed, since the assumption is the TX UE can respect DRX active time of the RX UE as long as at least one service/TX profile of the RX UE is configured with DRX.

	OPPO
	No
	To answer this issue, we need to have a definition of DRX SDU and non-DRX SDU, i.e., to differentiate between different Tx profile in AS layer for the same L2 ID, yet as we analysed in our paper (R2-2204579), firstly this issue is related to how for a Tx UE decide on whether DRX should be applied when multiple Tx profiles are associated with a L2 ID, which is out of the scope of this offline discussion.
[image: ]
Then our understanding for this issue is when we discuss whether “Tx UE should multiplex between DRX SDU and non-DRX SDU” we should firstly discuss whether the definition of “DRX/non-DRX SDU” is valid, since there is no per-SDU/LCH Tx profile considering the N to 1 mapping between service/QoS flow/SDU/LCH… 
Therefore, we think the per-destination LCP(as already captured in the specification now) is the only feasible solution instead of pursuing per-LCH or per-SDU method.
Anyway, we need to conclude on that issue first before checking more detailed issue on LCP (if any). 

	Huawei HiSilicon
	No
	According to SA2 reply, there is a TX profile list associated with a certain DST L2 ID, so the AS is not able to know about the mapping between TX profile and QoS flow. Also since multiple QoS flow can be mapped to the same DRB, without the information of the mapping between QoS flow and TX profile, AS is not able to map the QoS flows associated with the same TX profile to the same LCH. So to support this mechanism, the higher layer should provide the AS about the mapping between QoS flow and TX profile. In addition, SA2 needs to ensure service associated with the same TX profile are mapped to the same QoS flow which requires additional work for them. We think we should avoid this kind of design at this stage.  

	Lenovo
	No
	Agree with Oppo

	Xiaomi
	No
	DRX applicability is determined per destination. There should be no DRX and non-DRX SDU for one destination.

	Apple
	No
	Unable to enforce this in AS layer. Too much impact on LCP.

	Ericsson
	No
	For a UE with multiple TX profiles associated with the same L2 ID, according to LS replies from SA2, the UE should not support SL DRX. In this case, it is of course, UE can multiplex SDUs from different LCHs in the same MAC PDU, according to the current LCP. Differentiation of LCHs depending on TX profiles or whether or not SL DRX is supported or not is not needed. 

	Nokia
	No
	Agree with OPPO et al, but also, a smart UE should know how to do this optimally. As long as the transmission of the ‘DRX SDU’ falls within the active time, nothing is broken

	Qualcomm
	No
	First, this requires SL DRX and non-SL DRX mapped with MAC SDUs.
Second, SL DRX is per L2 destination ID, which cannot dynamically enabled or disabled based on if the multiplexed MAC SDUs supporting or not supporting SL DRX. So the splitting with MAC SDU multiplexing doesn’t help here.

	CATT
	No
	It can be left to UE implementation

	Samsung
	No
	

	vivo
	No
	It is not feasible to differentiate on the SDU level (since the RX UE can not know the exact DRX pattern based on unreceived SDU), but prefer to decide DRX or non-DRX on each destination Layer-2 ID level.


[Summary Q3] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 1
No: 12
No majority view on this proposal. 
(1, 12) Proposal 3: RAN2 is not to agree on proposal 1 (“TX UE should not multiplex between DRX SDU and non-DRX SDU associated with the same destination layer-2 ID.”) in the R2-2204782.
3.4 R2-2204864	Further consideration on SL DRX with TP for MAC spec corrections	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion
Observation 1: When SL DRX is adopted in groupcast, the retransmission timer status among RX UEs in the same group may be misaligned, which may lead that the actual DRX status of some RX UEs and the assumed DRX status of these RX UEs by TX UE are not aligned.
Observation 2: When SL DRX is adopted in groupcast, after TX UE receives NACK of a SL process and start the corresponding retransmission timer, if TX UE schedules retransmission of another SL process or initial transmission of any SL process, an RX UE may suffer from packet loss of the scheduled SL process.

[image: ]
Figure 2: The problem caused by different DRX status among RX UEs in SL groupcast
Proposal 1:  In SL groupcast, TX UE selects the resources for retransmission of a SL process within the assumed time when onduration timer, inactivity timer, or the retransmission timer of this SL process is running.

Q4: Would your company agree with proposal 1 in R2-2204864?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	comment
	If the TX UE transmits the retransmission packet in the not only retransmission timer started by the corresponding HARQ process but also onduration timer and inactivity timer and transmits the initial transmission packet in the inactivity timer and onduration timer, the packet loss problem mentioned in the paper can be solved.

	InterDigital
	comment
	We think this can be left to TX UE implementation, and the current specification text is sufficient.

	OPPO
	No
	We have discussed this issue in general for several times (i.e., whether to dig into the further details at Tx UE side on how to associate the resource (re)selection with the DRX timers), and finally reached into a compromise WF in last meeting (by using “may” to leave the further optimization to UE implementation), we should not reopen the discussion.

	Huawei HiSilicon
	Yes
	Proponent. We agree with rapporteur that some restriction on the transmission of retransmission and initial transmission is needed to avoid packet loss. 
Retransmission packet occurs only in the retransmission timer started by the corresponding HARQ process, onduration timer and inactivity timer.  
Initial transmission only occur when onduration timer/inactivity timer is running. 

	Lenovo
	Yes
	We agree with the observations made by Huawei. 

	Xiaomi
	No
	Agree with OPPO that it’s discussed for several times.

	Apple
	Prefer No
	This is an optimization. Better leave it as it is, even not solved it is just a small problem. Or, TX UE can avoid initial trasnsmit when ReTx timer is running for SL groupcast DRX.

	Ericsson  
	No  
	The Tx UE shall send retransmission after receiving NACK, a proper RTT timer setting can avoid that the Tx UE sends retransmission of a SL process while only retransmission timer of another process is running.   since anyway there be misaligned status between TX UE and RX UE, if one retransmission is missed, TX UE can initiate one more retransmission.


	Nokia
	Prefer no
	On top of the other comments above, with the wording in the proposal ‘assumed’ dictates that even in this case, errors may happen and thus it may not be a complete solution anyway

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	Agree with the observation.

	CATT
	No
	It can be left to UE implementation

	Samsung
	Yes (see comment)
	We think the intention is correct. We also understand some companies concern to add much on top of compromise WF last meeting. However since we already have some sentence for the initial transmission for GC, i.e. (The UE may select resource for the initial transmission of groupcast within the time when sl-drx-onDurationTimer or sl-drx-InactivityTimer of the destination is runnin.), there would be no harm to have similar level sentence as the CR proposes. 

	vivo
	No
	Current spec is enough. This issue had been discussed several times and we prefer to stick the previous compromise/agreements. 



[Summary Q4] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 4
No: 7
Others: 2
No majority view on this proposal. 
Companies think that the issue raised by the proposal can be solved by smart UE implementation. And also RAN2 have discussed this issue in general for several times, and finally reached into a compromise WF in last meeting (by using “may” to leave the further optimization to UE implementation).
(4, 7) Proposal 4: RAN2 is not to agree on proposal 1 (“In SL groupcast, TX UE selects the resources for retransmission of a SL process within the assumed time when onduration timer, inactivity timer, or the retransmission timer of this SL process is running.”) in the R2-2204864.

Observation 3: If a SCI indicates HARQ feedback disabled, the corresponding SL retransmission timer in TX UE may not be aligned with that in RX UE, which may lead to packet loss in RX UE.

[image: ]
Figure 3. The packet loss issue when SL HARQ feedback is disabled
Proposal 2: To avoid the packet loss in RX UE caused by SL HARQ feedback disabled, if RX UE receives a SCI indicating HARQ feedback disabled, RX UE starts SL retransmission timer upon SL HARQ RTT timer expiry regardless of whether the data is decoded successfully or not.

Q5: Would your company agree with proposal 2 in R2-2204864?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	No
	If the TX UE transmits the retransmission packet in the not only retransmission timer started by the corresponding HARQ process but also onduration timer and inactivity timer and transmits the initial transmission packet in the inactivity timer and onduration timer, the packet loss problem mentioned in the paper can be solved.

	InterDigital
	No
	It would be preferrable to leave this to TX UE implementation and not have to introduce any RX UE behavior.

	OPPO
	No
	Agree with LG the issue is not critical and can be solved by smart UE implementation.

	Huawei HiSilicon
	Yes
	Proponent. 

	Lenovo
	No
	

	Xiaomi
	No
	We understand the mentioned scenario is more like subsquent transmission, which should be covered by inactivity timer running.

	Apple
	No
	

	Ericsson
	No
	RX UE would not benefit from battery saving if RX UE will also start retransmission timer in case data is successfully decoded

	Nokia
	No
	This should be covered by inactivity timer

	Qualcomm
	No
	

	CATT
	No
	

	Samsung
	No
	

	vivo
	No
	



[Summary Q5] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 1
No: 12
Others: 0
No majority view on this proposal. 
(1, 12) Proposal 5: RAN2 is not to agree on proposal 2 (“To avoid the packet loss in RX UE caused by SL HARQ feedback disabled, if RX UE receives a SCI indicating HARQ feedback disabled, RX UE starts SL retransmission timer upon SL HARQ RTT timer expiry regardless of whether the data is decoded successfully or not.”) in the R2-2204864.

Observation 4: The condition for not scheduling initial transmission when only a retransmission timer is running at the TX UE may be different among the vendors, which leads to different packet loss and transmission performance results at the same RX UE.
Proposal 3: add a NOTE to specify the TX UE selects the resources for the initial transmission/retransmission associated with any active time (e.g. on duration timer or inactivity timer, or retransmission timer corresponding to received PSFCH) at the RX UE.
Q6: Would your company agree with proposal 3 in R2-2204864?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	No
	This issue is also same as previous proposal. If the TX UE transmits the retransmission packet in the not only retransmission timer started by the corresponding HARQ process but also onduration timer and inactivity timer and transmits the initial transmission packet in the inactivity timer and onduration timer, the packet loss problem mentioned in the paper can be solved.

	InterDigital
	No
	Same view as LG

	OPPO
	No
	Same as our reply to Q4/5, we understand these issues have been all discussed before and conclude on rely on smart UE implementation to solve. We should avoid optimization at this stage.  

	Huawei HiSilicon
	Yes
	Proponent. 

	Lenovo 
	No
	

	Xiaomi
	No
	Agree with OPPO

	Apple
	No
	

	Ericsson
	No
	this can be just left UE implementation. We shall avoid over-specify details for SL DRX time handling

	Nokia
	No
	

	Qualcomm
	No
	

	CATT
	No
	

	Samsung
	No
	

	vivo
	No
	



[Summary Q6] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 1
No: 12
Others: 0
No majority view on this proposal. 
(1, 12) Proposal 6: RAN2 is not to agree on proposal 3 (“add a NOTE to specify the TX UE selects the resources for the initial transmission/retransmission associated with any active time (e.g. on duration timer or inactivity timer, or retransmission timer corresponding to received PSFCH) at the RX UE.”) in the R2-2204864.

3.5 R2-2204865	Clarification on Uu DRX for SL communication	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion
Proposal 1: Capture in MAC spec, when both PSFCH and PUCCH resources are not configured, start the drx-RetransmissionTimerSL for the corresponding HARQ process at the first symbol after the expiry of drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL.

· Rapporteur comment
· Proposal 1 is the same issue as Correction (R2-2204574) in 4.1, and is dealt with by discussing the corresponding CR.

Proposal 2: Capture in MAC spec, when the PUCCH resource is configured, the start time of drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL for configured sidelink grant reuses that for dynamic sidelink grant.

· Comment from MAC CR rapporteur point of view on this correction
· Since the PDSCH including the RRC configuration for SL CG type 1 is also scheduled as the PDCCH, the existing text below covers both DG case and CG case (type 1 and type 2). Correction is not necessary. 
	2>	if the PDCCH indicates an SL transmission:
3>	if the PUCCH resource is configured:
4>	start the drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL for the corresponding HARQ process in the first symbol after the end of the corresponding PUCCH transmission carrying the SL HARQ feedback; or
4>	start the drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL for the corresponding HARQ process in the first symbol after the end of the corresponding PUCCH resource for the SL HARQ feedback when the PUCCH is not transmitted due to UL/SL prioritization;
4>	stop the drx-RetransmissionTimerSL for the corresponding HARQ process.
3>	else:
4>	start the drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL for the corresponding HARQ process at the first symbol after end of PDCCH occasion;
4>	stop the drx-RetransmissionTimerSL for the corresponding HARQ process.



Q7: Would your company agree with proposal 2 in R2-2204865?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	No
	Since the PDSCH including the RRC configuration for SL CG type 1 is also scheduled as the PDCCH, the existing text below covers both DG case and CG case (type 1 and type 2). Correction is not necessary.

	InterDigital
	No
	Same view as LG

	Huawei HiSilicon
	Yes
	Proponent.
Regarding LG’s comment, firstly, for configured CG type 1, the SCI does not indicate an SL transmission but indicate activation, also this is one shot indication which means after activation, for the following CG, there is no PDCCH indication and the UE is not able to enter the text to start RTT timer and retransmission timer. 
Also for CG type 2, there is no PPDCCH indication at all, CG is activated upon configuration, so for CG type 2, UE is not able to enter the text to start RTT timer and retransmission timer. 
Actually in Uu, we have similar text for UL CG, therefore, we think similar change is needed for SL CG.
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	Lenovo
	No
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	We see the point of this proposal and we are not sure whether the “PDSCH including the RRC configuration for SL CG type 1 is also scheduled as the PDCCH” explained by Rapporteur can be covered by “if the PDCCH indicates an SL transmission” since PDSCH is a DL transmission.

	Apple
	NO
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	No, but not a strong view
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	The PDCCH for RRC configuration for CG1 is different from the PDCCH scheduling the traffic.

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	We understand the intention is right.



[Summary Q7] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 8
No: 5
Others: 0
Companies have different view on the proposal. So RAN2 can discuss whether to agree or disagree with the proposal. 
(8, 5) Proposal 7: RAN2 should discuss whether to agree or disagree with proposal 2 (“Capture in MAC spec, when the PUCCH resource is configured, the start time of drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL for configured sidelink grant reuses that for dynamic sidelink grant.”) of R2-2204865.

Proposal 3: Capture in MAC spec, when the PUCCH resource is not configured, start the drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL for the corresponding HARQ process at the first symbol after end of PSSCH occasion for configured sidelink grant.
· Comment from MAC CR rapporteur point of view on this correction
· Corresponding RAN2 agreement of this issues is common solution for SL CG and dynamic grant. RAN2 discussed this issue sufficiently in the last meeting and reached an agreement on the starting point of the RTT timer as the PDCCH reception time. I don't think further discussion is necessary.
	
	#117-e RAN2 agreement:
· If sl-PUCCH-Config is not configured, for both PSFCH configured and not-configured cases, drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL starts at the first symbol after end of PDCCH resource.

Q8: Would your company agree with proposal 3 in R2-2204865?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	No
	Corresponding RAN2 agreement of this issues is common solution for SL CG and dynamic grant. RAN2 discussed this issue sufficiently in the last meeting and reached an agreement on the starting point of the RTT timer as the PDCCH reception time. No future discussion is required.

	InterDigital
	No
	Same view as LG.

	Huawei HiSilicon
	Yes
	Proponent. 

	Lenovo 
	No
	

	Xiaomi
	NO
	We understand gNB would not schedule retransmission for SL CG if PUCCH is not configured. So, there is no need to start RTT timer for each SL CG.

	OPPO
	Yes with comment
	If Q7 is agreed, i.e., we add the RTT timer starting behaviour for CG resources, the starting point need to be discussed:
· We understand it is not feasible to reuse the previous agreement (i.e., start RTT timer after PDCCH resource when PUCCH is not configured) since there is no PDCCH for each of the SL resource, i.e., we cannot rely on the DL signalling;
· It seems more reasonable to start RTT timer after the PSSCH resource.
Therefore, we understand the starting of RTT timer after PSSCH resource is more feasible. 

	Apple
	No
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	No
	Agree with rapporteur

	Qualcomm
	No
	No PUCCH, no feedback based retransmission grant from gNB. Therefore, no drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL on Uu.

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	vivo
	See comments
	We are not sure whether gNB can schedule retransmission for SL configured grant when the PUCCH resource is not configured. P3 is not essential.



[Summary Q8] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 5
No: 7
Others: 1 (seems “No”)
No majority view on this proposal. 
(5, 7) Proposal 8: RAN2 discuss whether to agree or disagree with proposal 3 (“Capture in MAC spec, when the PUCCH resource is not configured, start the drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL for the corresponding HARQ process at the first symbol after end of PSSCH occasion for configured sidelink grant.”) in the R2-2204865.
3.6 R2-2204946	Combination of SL DRX, Discovery and relay-related Communication	CATT	discussion
According to the description in current published TS38.321 [1], how to support SL DRX for L2/L3 U2N relay and non-relay discovery has not been captured till now. For example, in TS38.321, when performing destination selection during LCP, for sidelink discovery and relay-related communication, active time is not considered:
Hence, RAN2 should first discuss whether the combination of SL DRX, discovery and relay-related communication should be reflected in the specs of Rel-17.
Proposal 1: Suggest RAN2 to discuss whether the combination of SL DRX, discovery and relay-related communication should be reflected in Rel-17 specs.
Proposal 2: If the combination of SL DRX, discovery and relay-related communication should be reflected in Rel-17 specs, suggest RAN2 to discuss how to handle the L2 U2N relay when modifying the specs since there is no agreement on whether SL DRX can be supported for L2 U2N relay.

Q9: Would your company agree that RAN2 needs to discuss whether the combination of SL DRX, discovery and relay-related communication should be reflected in Rel-17 specs?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Detailed Comments

	InterDigital
	comment
	This seems to be discussed in another email discussion [709]

	OPPO
	See comments
	This issue is covered by 709 and out of scope of this offline discussion.

	Huawei HiSilicon
	See comments
	This issue seems to have some overlapping with offline 709. Better to avoid duplicated discussion. 

	Lenovo
	Comments
	This issue needs to be discussed in 709

	Xiaomi
	Comment
	Overlap with 709

	Ericsson
	
	Covered in offline 709

	Qualcomm
	Comment
	In email discussion [709]

	CATT
	Comment
	Fine to be covered in 709.

	Samsung
	Comment
	Covered in offline 709

	vivo
	Comment
	See in the email discussion [709]



Covered in offline 709. Summary is not required.

Q9-1: If your company answered yes to question 10, would your company agree that RAN2 needs to discuss how to handle the L2 U2N relay when modifying the specs since there is no agreement on whether SL DRX can be supported for L2 U2N relay?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Detailed Comments

	InterDigital
	comment
	This seems to be discussed in another email discussion [709]

	OPPO
	See comments
	This issue is covered by 709 and out of scope of this offline discussion.

	Huawei HiSilicon
	See comments
	See our reply above. 

	Lenovo
	Comments
	This issue needs to be discussed in 709

	Xiaomi
	Comment
	Overlap with 709

	Ericsson
	
	Covered in offline 709

	Qualcomm
	Comment
	Wait for email discussion [709]

	CATT
	Comment
	Fine to be covered in 709.

	vivo
	Comment
	Same comment as Q9.



Covered in offline 709. Summary is not required.

3.7 R2-2205105	Discussion on user plane FFS issues for SL DRX	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	discussion
Proposal1: RAN2 is suggested to confirm the working assumption: If there is no SL grant in the SL DRX active time of the destination that has data to be sent, trigger resource reselection.
Proposal2： For mode-1 re-transmission grant, if the re-transmission grant is dropped due to no Rx-UE in active time, Tx-UE report NACK to network via PUCCH.
· Rapporteur comment
· Proposal 1/2 will be discussed in online session.

Proposal3: It is suggested to re-use legacy UE behaviour and leave resource selection to UE implementation when SL DRX is configured.
· Rapporteur comment
· For this issue, RAN2 came up with a compromised solution below by writing the text “may” for the UE implementation as a result of the discussion in the last meeting. As this is a result based on sufficient discussion, no further discussion is required. 
	[bookmark: _Toc100872096]5.28.2	Behaviour of UE transmitting SL-SCH Data
The UE transmitting SL-SCH Data should keep aligned with its intended UE receiving the SL-SCH Data regarding the SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.28.1.
Furthermore, the UE transmitting SL-SCH Data determines the SL DRX active time based on SL DRX timers that are running (e.g., sl-drx-onDurationTimer, sl-drx-InactivityTimer, sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer) or will be running in the future (e.g., sl-drx-onDurationTimer, sl-drx-InactivityTimer, sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer) at the UE(s) receiving SL-SCH data. The UE may select resource for the initial transmission of groupcast within the time when sl-drx-onDurationTimer or sl-drx-InactivityTimer of the destination is running.
NOTE: A UE may assume that a resource for retransmission is in the active time if an initial transmission causes the sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer to be started at the receiving UE.



Q10: Would your company agree with re-discussing (e.g., leave resource selection to UE implementation) resource selection procedure considering SL DRX active time of Rx UE?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	No
	For this issue, RAN2 came up with a compromised solution below by writing the text “may” for the UE implementation as a result of the discussion in the last meeting. As this is a result based on sufficient discussion, no further discussion is required.

	InterDigital
	No
	We should not re-open the discussion at this time.

	OPPO
	No
	Agree with Rapporteur we should not re-discussing this.

	Huawei HiSilicon
	No
	We think this has been discussed during last meeting and the TP to captuer DRX imapct on resource seletion has been endorsed. So we see no motivation to revert the agreement.  

	Lenovo
	No
	No need to re-open the discussion

	Xiaomi
	No
	Agree with rapp

	Ericsson
	No
	Agree with rapp

	Nokia
	No
	Agree with rapp

	Qualcomm
	No
	Agree with rapp

	CATT
	No
	

	Samsung
	No
	

	vivo
	No
	Agree with the above companies and we should not re-open this.



[Summary Q10] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 0
No: 13
Others: 0
(0, 13) Proposal 9: RAN2 is not to agree on proposal 3 (“It is suggested to re-use legacy UE behaviour and leave resource selection to UE implementation when SL DRX is configured.”) in the R2-2205105.

3.8 R2-2205136	Discussion on SL MAC aspects	 ASUSTeK	discussion
Proposal 1: 	sl-drx-SlotOffset calculation should be DST layer-2 ID modulo the number of slots in one millisecond.
Proposal 2: 	RAN2 selects one of the following options regarding SR triggering and SL DRX command indication:
	Option 1: SL DRX command indication does not trigger a Scheduling Request.
	Option 2: SL DRX command indication can trigger a Scheduling Request. Clarify in the specification that which logical channel triggered a Scheduling Request for SL DRX command indication is up to UE implementation.
· Rapporteur comment
· Proposal 1/2 will be discussed in online session.

Similar scenarios where PUCCH is not successfully transmitted should also be considered, such as the situation when the PUCCH is not transmitted due to a measurement gap or a LBT failure.
Proposal 3: 	The UE should start HARQ RTT timer for the corresponding HARQ process in the first symbol after the end of corresponding PUCCH resource when the PUCCH is not transmitted due to a measurement gap or a LBT failure.
Q11: Would your company agree with proposal 3 in R2-2205136?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Follow majority view
	

	InterDigital
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	See comments
	Maybe we can remove the “due to UL/SL prioritization” as well to generally cover the case “if a HARQ NACK feedback for the corresponding HARQ process is not transmitted on PUCCH” to save the discussion of each cases may cause this NACK FB dropping.

	Huawei HiSilicon
	No 
	In Uu, we don’t consider measurement gap when starting the RTT timer. LBT failure should not be considered as well since Uu operating on unlicensed spectrum is out of the R17 scope.  

	Lenovo
	Yes
	We suggest to remove “due to a measurement gap or a LBT failure”

	Xiaomi
	No
	LBT failure shoud not be considered, since Uu operates on license band in SL.
Regarding measurement gap, we think gNB implementation can avoid the overlapping between measurement gap and PUCCH of scheduled SL grant.

	Apple
	Same view as OPPO
	

	Ericsson
	Agree with OPPO suggestion
	

	Nokia
	No strong view
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes w. comment
	Removing “due to a measurement gap or a LBT failure”

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Agree with OPPO
	

	vivo
	Comments
	There is no need to list all of exceptional cases. A general description, e.g. as the above OPPO’ suggestion, is more preferable.

	ASUSTeK
	Yes but ok with OPPO’s change
	We are ok to have a general description for covering all the cases when the PUCCH is not transmitted. In my understanding, removing “due to a measurement gap or a LBT failure” in the proposal is equivalent to the OPPO’s suggestion on the spec for having a general description, and we can follow this majority.
The issue, though similar, is not the same as Q19 as the mentioned timer is for different interfaces and have different issues. We suggest to have individual conclusions for each question.



[Summary Q11] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 3
Yes with change 2: Removing “due to a measurement gap or a LBT failure”
No: 2
No strong view: 2
Others: (5 companies) Removing the “due to UL/SL prioritization” in the current text.
Proposal 10. RAN2 discuss whether to agree or disagree with proposal 3 (“The UE should start HARQ RTT timer for the corresponding HARQ process in the first symbol after the end of corresponding PUCCH resource when the PUCCH is not transmitted due to a measurement gap or a LBT failure.”) in the R2-2205136.


Proposal 4: 	The UE should start drx-RetransmissionTimerSL in the first symbol after the expiry of drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL when the PUCCH is not transmitted due to a measurement gap or a LBT failure.
Q12: Would your company agree with proposal 4 in R2-2205136?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Follow majority view
	

	InterDigital
	No
	We think this has no specification impact since the starting time of the retransmission timer is always the same.

	OPPO
	See comments
	Same as Q11

	Huawei HiSilicon
	No 
	See our reply above. 	

	Lenovo
	No 
	Not needed. Starting of drx-RetransmissionTimerSL only depends on drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL expiry

	Xiaomi
	No
	

	Apple
	No
	

	Ericsson
	Same as Q11
	

	Nokia
	No strong view
	

	Qualcomm
	No
	

	CATT
	No strong view
	

	Samsung
	No
	Agree with IDT

	vivo
	No
	drx-RetransmissionTimerSL is the next step upon drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL expiry.


[Summary Q12] Out of 13 companies
There is no company supporting the proposal. 
(0, 12) Proposal 11: RAN2 is not to agree on proposal 4 (“The UE should start drx-RetransmissionTimerSL in the first symbol after the expiry of drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL when the PUCCH is not transmitted due to a measurement gap or a LBT failure.”) in the R2-2205136.

According to current MAC specification, when resetting the MAC entity (not SL-specific MAC reset), the UE stops all (running) timers. This could lead to UE stopping timers running on PC5 connection in addition to timers on Uu. In other words, SL DRX timers (i.e. sl-drx-onDurationTimer, sl-drx-InactivityTimer, sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer, sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer) will be stopped due to MAC reset for Uu scenarios (e.g. RLF, reconfiguration with sync, etc), which will lead to data loss as the UE stops monitoring SCI. Therefore, we propose that when resetting MAC entity, the UE does not stop SL DRX timers for SCI monitoring (See Annex for proposal 5).
Proposal 5: 	The UE does not stop SL DRX timers (i.e. sl-drx-onDurationTimer, sl-drx-InactivityTimer, sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer, sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer) when resetting the MAC entity.
Q13: Would your company agree with proposal 5 in R2-2205136?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	No
	The current text is not interpreted as stopping the timer related to SL DRX when Uu MAC reset occurred.

	InterDigital
	No
	Agree with LG.

	OPPO
	No
	We fail to understand the issue raised by this proposal.

	Huawei HiSilicon
	No 
	Firstly we think if this is not SL-specific MAC reset, stop (if running) all timers means Uu timers not SL timers. While for SL-specific MAC reset, UE will stop (if running) all timers associated to the PC5-RRC connection. 
Also we think even for SL-specific MAC reset, these timers should be stopped as there will be no data transmission during MAC reset and there is no data loss issue.  

	Lenovo 
	No
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	Agree with the intention.

	Apple
	No
	

	Ericsson 
	No 
	Agree with HW

	Nokia
	No
	The intention of this proposal is not clear

	Qualcomm
	No
	

	CATT
	No
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	Agree with the intention

	vivo
	No
	Stop all timers means Uu timers.


[Summary Q13] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 2
No: 11
Others: 0
No majority view on the proposal.
(2, 11) Proposal 12: RAN2 is not to agree on proposal 5 (“The UE does not stop SL DRX timers (i.e. sl-drx-onDurationTimer, sl-drx-InactivityTimer, sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer, sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer) when resetting the MAC entity.”) in the R2-2205136.

3.9 R2-2205536	MAC open issues	Samsung	discussion
[Proposal 1]: RAN2 is asked to confirm the working assumption “if there is no SL grant in the SL DRX active time of the destination that has data to be sent, trigger resource reselection.” as an agreement.
[Proposal 2]: RAN2 is asked to confirm the working assumption “For mode-1 re-transmission grant, if the re-transmission grant is dropped due to no Rx-UE in active time, Tx-UE report NACK to network via PUCCH” as an agreement.
· Rapporteur comment
· Proposal 1/2 will be discussed in online session.

3.10 R2-2205833	Discussion on active time of SL DRX for the announced periodic transmissions	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell	discussion
Proposal 1: RAN2 to agree that the active time of SL DRX may be extended even after the announced periodic transmission i.e. due to pre-emption.  
Proposal 2: RAN2 to agree that the extension may be (pre)configured.
Proposal 3: If the above proposal is agreed, RAN2 to agree and endorse the text proposals for TS38.300 of Annex A.

· Rapporteur comment
· Proposal 1/2/3 will be discussed in online session.

4	Discussion on corrections
In this summary, the rapporteur asks for companies' input on whether each corrections are agreed. 
4.1 R2-2204574	Correction on user plane aspects for SL DRX	OPPO	CR

4.1.1 
According to RAN2 agreement drx-RetransmissionTimerSL is supported no matter PUCCH is configured or not.

	When sl-PUCCH-Config is not configured, the SL-specific drx-RetransmissionTimer should be supported.
While in section 5.7 of the current specification the drx-RetransmissionTimerSL starting condition is missing for the case of both PSFCH and PUCCH not being configured, which means drx-RetransmissionTimerSL can never be started in case neither PSFCH nor PUCCH are configured.

Correction 1
	1>	if a drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL expires:
2>	if a HARQ NACK feedback for the corresponding HARQ process is transmitted on PUCCH; or
2>	if a HARQ NACK feedback for the corresponding HARQ process is not transmitted on PUCCH due to UL/SL prioritization; or:
3>	start the drx-RetransmissionTimerSL for the corresponding HARQ process in the first symbol after the expiry of drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL.
2>	else if the PUCCH resource is not configured and PSFCH is configured for the SL grant:
3>	start the drx-RetransmissionTimerSL for the corresponding HARQ process in the first symbol after the expiry of drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL.



Q14: Would your company agree with the correction 1 in R2-2204574?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes
	

	InterDigital
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	Huawei HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	Apple
	Yes
	

	Ericsson 
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	Yes
	

	Qualcomm
	yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	 

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	



[Summary Q14] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 13
No: 0
Others: 0
(13, 0) Proposal 13: RAN2 is to agree on correction 1 (“In section 5.7, remove “and PSFCH is configured” to cover both the resource pool with and without PSFCH cases.”) in the R2-2204574.

4.1.2 
The agreement on “For mode-1 DG [14/14] and mode-2 grant [13/13], if the initial transmission occasion was dropped due to no Rx-UE in DRX active time, TX-UE can use re-transmission occasion for initial transmission.” is already captured in 5.22.1.3.1 as “1>	if the sidelink grant is a dynamic sidelink grant or selected sidelink grant and no MAC PDU has been obtained in the previous sidelink grant: 2>	(re-)associate a Sidelink process to this grant, and for the associated Sidelink process:”, i.e., if there is no MAC PDU obtained for initial transmission, UE can associate a new sidelink process to this grant and allow initial transmission in re-transmission occasion. So the related part in 5.22.1.1 should be removed to avoid duplication;

Correction 2
	5.22.1.1	SL Grant reception and SCI transmission
~
3>	if not configured by RRC, interUECoordinationScheme1Explicit or interUECoordinationScheme1Condition enabling reception of preferred resource set and non-preferred resource set:
4>	if transmission based on random selection is configured by upper layers:
5>	randomly select the time and frequency resources for one transmission opportunity from the resource pool which occur within the SL DRX active time as specified in clause 5.28.2 of the destination UE selected for indicating to the physical layer the SL DRX active time above, according to the amount of selected frequency resources and the remaining PDB of SL data available in the logical channel(s) allowed on the carrier.
5>	if selected resource for initial transmission occasion is not in the SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.28.1 of any destination that has data to be sent:
6>	use retransmission occasion(s) for initial transmission of PSCCH and PSSCH.




· Comment from MAC CR rapporteur point of view on this correction
· Following RAN2 agreement also implies that the UE uses the re-transmission occasion as the initial transmission when there is a MAC PDU to be transmitted by the UE and the initial transmission occasion does not belong to the DRX active time of the RX UE (e.g., due to resource reselection by re-evaluation/pre-emption). Therefore, the text corresponding to the strikethrough in the correction should be kept.
RAN2 agreement:
- “For mode-1 DG [14/14] and mode-2 grant [13/13], if the initial transmission occasion was dropped due to no Rx-UE in DRX active time, TX-UE can use re-transmission occasion for initial transmission”

Q15: Would your company agree with the correction 2 in R2-2204574?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	No
	Following RAN2 agreement also implies that the UE uses the re-transmission occasion as the initial transmission when there is a MAC PDU to be transmitted by the UE and the initial transmission occasion does not belong to the DRX active time of the RX UE (e.g., due to resource reselection by re-evaluation/pre-emption). Therefore, the text corresponding to the strikethrough in the correction should be kept.
*RAN2 agreement:
- “For mode-1 DG [14/14] and mode-2 grant [13/13], if the initial transmission occasion was dropped due to no Rx-UE in DRX active time, TX-UE can use re-transmission occasion for initial transmission”

	InterDigital
	No
	Agree with rapporteur

	OPPO
	Yes
	We ack that the R2 agreement is there and we need to capture, our view is that the current spec capture the agreement in a redundant way..
[bookmark: _Hlk103170842]As explained in the paper (4574), the “1>	if the sidelink grant is a dynamic sidelink grant or selected sidelink grant and no MAC PDU has been obtained in the previous sidelink grant: 2>	(re-)associate a Sidelink process to this grant, and for the associated Sidelink process” in 5.22.1.3.1 already means “TX-UE can use re-transmission occasion for initial transmission” which is also aligned with what we did for CG resource. So we should remove the text in 5.22.1.1 to avoid duplication and misalignment between mode 2/CG/DG resource.

	Huawei HiSilicon
	Yes
	We also have the same change in our contribution. 

	Lenovo
	No
	Agree with Rapporteur

	Xiaomi
	No
	We don’t think it’s critical.

	Apple
	No
	

	Ericsson  
	Yes 
	use re-transmission occasion for initial transmission should be performed after the grant is obtained, not during resource (re)selection. 

	Nokia
	Yes
	We agree with the comments in (4574)

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	The striked portion is after grant reception. 

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes (See comment)
	Our understanding is if the resource is dropped due to no SL DRX active time, MAC PDU is not generated at the moment. So it seems the proposal makes sense. If MAC PDU is generated at that moment, we agree with LG.

	vivo
	Open
	This is a redundant description, i.e. not a critical bug.



[Summary Q15] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 7 (53%)
No: 5
Others: 1, “This is a redundant description, i.e. not a critical bug.”

Some companies think that current spec is specified in redundant way. Other some companies think if proposed correction (deletion of text) is reflected in the specification, the case (i.e., UE uses the re-transmission occasion as the initial transmission when there is a MAC PDU to be transmitted by the UE and the initial transmission occasion does not belong to the DRX active time of the RX UE) may not be supported. 
There is two more vote in favor (53%) of the correction, but it cannot be seen by majority view. Therefore, correction is not reflected.

(7, 5) Proposal 14: RAN2 is not to agree on correction 2 (“In section 5.22.1.1, remove the text “5> if selected resource for initial transmission occasion is not in the SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.28.1 of any destination that has data to be sent: 6> use retransmission occasion(s) for initial transmission of PSCCH and PSSCH.”;”) in the R2-2204574

4.1.3
In section 5.22.1.3.1, the “when PSCCH duration(s) and 2nd stage SCI on PSSCH of the previous sidelink grant is not in SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.28.1 of the destination that has data to be sent” can be removed since the “select a Destination associated to one of unicast, groupcast and broadcast, that is in the SL active time for the SL transmission occasion if SL DRX is applied for the destination,” in LCP procedure can already cover this case.

Correction 3
	[bookmark: _Toc12569234][bookmark: _Toc37296252][bookmark: _Toc46490381][bookmark: _Toc52752076][bookmark: _Toc52796538][bookmark: _Toc100872060]5.22.1.3.1	Sidelink HARQ Entity
The MAC entity includes at most one Sidelink HARQ entity for transmission on SL-SCH, which maintains a number of parallel Sidelink processes.
The maximum number of transmitting Sidelink processes associated with the Sidelink HARQ Entity is 16. A sidelink process may be configured for transmissions of multiple MAC PDUs. For transmissions of multiple MAC PDUs with Sidelink resource allocation mode 2, the maximum number of transmitting Sidelink processes associated with the Sidelink HARQ Entity is 4.
A delivered sidelink grant and its associated Sidelink transmission information are associated with a Sidelink process. Each Sidelink process supports one TB.
For each sidelink grant, the Sidelink HARQ Entity shall:
1>	if the MAC entity determines that the sidelink grant is used for initial transmission as specified in clause 5.22.1.1; or
1>	if the sidelink grant is a configured sidelink grant and no MAC PDU has been obtained in an sl-PeriodCG of the configured sidelink grant; or
1>	if the sidelink grant is a dynamic sidelink grant or selected sidelink grant and no MAC PDU has been obtained in the previous sidelink grant when PSCCH duration(s) and 2nd stage SCI on PSSCH of the previous sidelink grant is not in SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.28.1 of the destination that has data to be sent:
NOTE 1:	Void.
2>	(re-)associate a Sidelink process to this grant, and for the associated Sidelink process:



Q16: Would your company agree with the correction 3 in R2-2204574?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Follow majority viewNo
	

	InterDigital
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	This part is redundant since LCP result would be that no MAC PDU would be obtained if the destination is not in active time, so no need to duplicate the specification.

	Huawei HiSilicon
	No
	We think here we need to reflect that no MAC PDU has been obtained is due to the SL grant being outside of the active of the DST. If this condition is deleted, then if UE fails to obtain a MAC PDU because of no data in the buffer, the modified condition still satisfies and UE will use retransmission opportunity for initial transmission for DG and selected SL grant. This is not aligned with the agreement we achieved in R16, since in R16, it is only allowed to use retransmission opportunity for initial transmission for CG if UE fails to obtain a MAC PDU due to empty buffer.

	Lenovo
	No 
	We see no reason to change the current text

	Xiaomi
	No
	We think current description is beneficial to identify the scenario of no MAC PDU obtained in previous sidelink grant, which is due to DRX inactive time. If it’s deleted, the scenario may be expanded, which is not agreed by RAN2.

	Apple
	No
	Not needed.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	No
	Current text is clear

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	CATT
	No strong view
	

	Samsung
	No
	

	vivo
	No
	We think the current text is more clear.


[Summary Q16] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 4
No: 8
No strong view: 1
No majority view on the correction. 

(4, 8) Proposal 15: RAN2 is not to agree on correction 3 (“In section 5.22.1.3.1, remove the text “when PSCCH duration(s) and 2nd stage SCI on PSSCH of the previous sidelink grant is not in SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.x.1 of the destination that has data to be sent””) in the R2-2204574

4.1.4 
In section 5.22.1.3.1, no need for explicit description of “ignore the sidelink grant” behaviour for initial transmission in the specification since it is the result from LCP procedure, i.e., when LCP procedure fails to find available destination of which the DRX is at active time, no PDU would be generated for the grant, and the HARQ buffer would be flushed according to the text (if no MAC PDU has been obtained) “flush the HARQ buffer of the associated Sidelink process” in 5.22.1.3.1.

Correction 4
	5.22.1.3.1	Sidelink HARQ Entity
~
For each sidelink grant, the Sidelink HARQ Entity shall:
1>	if the MAC entity determines that the sidelink grant is used for initial transmission as specified in clause 5.22.1.1; or
1>	if the sidelink grant is a configured sidelink grant and no MAC PDU has been obtained in an sl-PeriodCG of the configured sidelink grant; or
1>	if the sidelink grant is a dynamic sidelink grant or selected sidelink grant and no MAC PDU has been obtained in the previous sidelink grant when PSCCH duration(s) and 2nd stage SCI on PSSCH of the previous sidelink grant is not in SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.28.1 of the destination that has data to be sent:
NOTE 1:	Void.
2>	(re-)associate a Sidelink process to this grant, and for the associated Sidelink process:
2>	if all PSCCH duration(s) and PSSCH duration(s) for initial transmission of a MAC PDU of the dynamic sidelink grant or the configured sidelink grant is not in SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.28.1 of the destination that has data to be sent:
3>	ignore the sidelink grant.



· Comment from MAC CR rapporteur point of view on this correction
· In terms of clearly specifying the RAN2 agreement, it is preferable to keep the current text.

	#117-e RAN2 agreement:
· 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.

Q17: Would your company agree with the correction 4 in R2-2204574?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	No
	In terms of clearly specifying the RAN2 agreement, it is preferable to keep the current text. If the term "ignore" is inappropriate, the agreement itself can be modified to "drop".
- #117-e RAN2 agreement:
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.

	InterDigital
	No
	We think it would be best to keep the current text for clarity

	OPPO
	Yes
	We ack there is an agreement and agree it should be captured, our view is the current spec captured it in a redundant manner.
As explained in the paper, the RAN2 agreement has already been covered by LCP (so that no MAC PDU would be generated if the destination is not in active time) + flushing HARQ buffer (HARQ buffer would be flushed according to the text (if no MAC PDU has been obtained) “flush the HARQ buffer of the associated Sidelink process” in 5.22.1.3.1), so we see no reason to duplicate the specification.

	Huawei HiSilicon
	Yes
	We have the same change in our contribution. 

	Lenovo
	No
	We agree with others that it would be best to keep this from readability of the specification just to avoid future discussions. Just to note that this issue was already discussed in the last RAN2 meeting and RAN2 agreed to have this text for clarity reasons.  

	Xiaomi
	No
	We don’t think it’s critical

	Apple
	No
	

	Ericsson 
	No 
	Agree with LG. 

	Nokia
	No
	

	Qualcomm
	No
	

	CATT
	No
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	vivo
	No
	We think the current text is more clear.


[Summary Q17] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 3
No: 10
No strong view: 0
No majority view on the correction. 

(3, 10) Proposal 16: RAN2 is not to agree on correction 4 (“In section 5.22.1.3.1, remove the text “2> if all PSCCH duration(s) and PSSCH duration(s) for initial transmission …: 3>	ignore the sidelink grant.” in 5.22.1.3.1.”) in the R2-2204574

4.1.5 
In section 5.28.2, cast type cannot be associated to both groupcast and broadcast.

Correction 5
	When one or multiple SL DRX is configured, the MAC entity shall:
1>	if multiple SL DRX Cycles that are mapped with multiple SL-QoS-Profiles of a Destination Layer-2 ID and interested cast type is associated to groupcast and or broadcast:



Q18: Would your company agree with the correction 5 in R2-2204574?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes
	

	InterDigital
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	Huawei HiSilicon
	See comments
	Maybe “and/or”

	Lenovo 
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	Apple
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	Yes
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	


[Summary Q18] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 12
No: 0
Others: 1

(12, 0) Proposal 17. RAN2 is to agree on correction 5 (“In section 5.28.2, change “and” to “or””) in the R2-2204574.

4.1.6
In section 5.28.2, the “if the HARQ feedback (i.e., negative acknowledgement) is not transmitted for unicast due to UL/SL prioritization” condition in 5.28.2 is already covered by the previous “the data of the corresponding Sidelink process was not successfully decoded” condition.

Correction 6
	1>	if an sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer expires:
2>	if the data of the corresponding Sidelink process was not successfully decoded or if the HARQ feedback (i.e., negative acknowledgement) is not transmitted for unicast due to UL/SL prioritization:
3>	start the sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer for the corresponding Sidelink process in the first slot after the expiry of sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer.



· Comment from MAC CR rapporteur point of view on this correction
· In terms of clearly specifying the RAN2 agreement, it is preferable to keep the current text.

	RAN2 agreements:
· If the RX UE does not transmit PSFCH for a HARQ enabled transmission (e.g. due to UL/SL prioritization or ACK) the RX UE still starts the HARQ RTT timer in the symbol/slot following the end of PSFCH resource.
· For unicast, sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer is started after expiring sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer when the PSFCH (NACK) transmission is dropped. FFS for ACK transmission dropping.
Q19: Would your company agree with the correction 6 in R2-2204574?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	No
	In terms of clearly specifying the RAN2 agreement, it is preferable to keep the current text.
	RAN2 agreements:
· If the RX UE does not transmit PSFCH for a HARQ enabled transmission (e.g. due to UL/SL prioritization or ACK) the RX UE still starts the HARQ RTT timer in the symbol/slot following the end of PSFCH resource.
· For unicast, sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer is started after expiring sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer when the PSFCH (NACK) transmission is dropped. FFS for ACK transmission dropping.

	InterDigital
	No
	We don’t agree that the first condition is sufficiently clear to cover the UL/SL prioritization case.

	
	
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	We ack there is an agreement and agree it should be captured, our view is the current spec captured it in a redundant manner.
We understand it is quite clear that the second condition can be covered by the first one, so we fail to see the reason for keeping this duplication. Our understanding of capturing agreements in specification is we make sure the agreements are covered but not we copied every word into the specification.

	Huawei HiSilicon
	Can follow the majority
	We have some sympathy on rapporteur’s comments that the current wording reflect the specific case of NACK drop due to UL/SL prioritization and aligned with the agreement. However, OPPO has a point that for this drop case, it also satisfies “not successfully decoded” and can enter this loop. So we are OK to follow the majority.  

	Lenovo 
	No
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	Apple
	Yes
	

	Ericsson 
	No 
	For clear specification we could change the text to “if the data of the corresponding Sidelink process was not successfully decoded regardless of whether the HARQ feedback (i.e., negative acknowledgement) is transmitted or not” 

	Nokia
	Slightly no
	

	Qualcomm
	No
	

	CATT
	Follow the majority
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	vivo
	No
	Agree with the CR rapporteur.

	ASUSTeK
	See comments
	We are ok with Ericsson’s change.


[Summary Q19] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 4
No: 7
Follow the majority: 2
“Follow the majority (2 companies)” can be counted with “No” answer (7 companies), so the majority view is to keep the current text.
(4, 7) Proposal 18: RAN2 is not to agree on correction 6 (“In section 5.28.2, remove the “if the HARQ feedback (i.e., negative acknowledgement) is not transmitted for unicast due to UL/SL prioritization” condition.”) in the R2-2204574.

4.1.7
In section 5.28.2, the following agreement on inactivity timer starting in groupcast caused by new data transmission is missing in the stage-3 specification, and should be captured.
For groupcast, the TX UE restarts its timer corresponding to inactivity timer for the L2 destination ID (used for determining the allowable transmission time) upon reception of new data with the same destination ID.

Correction 7
	[bookmark: _Toc100872095]5.28.2	Behaviour of UE receiving SL-SCH Data
1>	if the SCI indicates a new transmission where the cast type is set to groupcast is transmitted:
2>	start or restart sl-drx-InactivityTimer for the corresponding Destination Layer-2 ID after the first slot of SCI transmission.



· Comment from MAC CR rapporteur point of view on this correction
· Section 5.28.2 is the section on the RX UE’s behaviour. So the correction should be reflected in 5.28.23 (Behaviour of UE transmitting SL-SCH data). 

Q20: Would your company agree with the correction 7 in R2-2204574?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes with change
	Section 5.28.2 is the section on the RX UE’s behaviour. So the correction should be reflected in 5.28.2.3 (Behaviour of UE transmitting SL-SCH data).

	InterDigital
	Yes
	We are ok with having the change in section 5.28.2, since this section is related to the maintenance of the DRX timers, which is RX UE behavior.

	OPPO
	Yes
	For rapporteur’s comment on “the correction should be reflected in 5.28.2.3 (Behaviour of UE transmitting SL-SCH data)” our understanding is it is a UE behaviour of starting inactivity timer for reception, so should be captured in 5.28.2.

	Huawei HiSilicon
	No
	We think this behaviour has already been covered by the current spec. Since the “TX UE” is actually a “RX UE” upon reception of new data corresponding to the same L2 ID for groupcast. And the behaviour to start inactivity timer is already specified in 5.28.2.  
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	Lenovo
	Yes
	Fine to have the change in 5.28.2

	Xiaomi
	Follow majority
	We can understand the logic that GC TX UE shall also be considered as reception of new transmission due to half duplex. However, the agreement is only about SCI reception. There is no agreement to support such change. Fine to follow majority.

	Apple
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	Follow majority
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	vivo
	See comments
	From our understanding, the proposal has been covered by the current text, i.e. highlight part in the above HW’s comments.


[Summary Q20] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 9
No: 1
Follow the majority: 2
Others: 1, proposal has been covered by the current text
(9, 1) Proposal 19: RAN2 discuss whether to agree or disagree with correction 7 (“In section 5.28.2, add the inactivity timer start condition when groupcast new data transmission happens.”) in the R2-2204574.

4.1.8
In section 5.28.2, different places are used for down-selection of cycle/on-duration timer length and inactivity timer length, which is not necessary / comprehensive.
In section 5.28.2, with relocating the down-selection of inactivity timer of groupcast, the inactivity timer starting behaviour for unicast and groupcast are the same except for the difference that “source/destination L2 ID pair” should be replaced with “L2 destination ID”.

Correction for relocating the down-selection of inactivity timer of groupcast: 
	1>	if an SL DRX is in Active Time:
2>	monitor the SCI (i.e., 1st stage SCI and 2nd stage SCI) in this SL DRX.
2>	if the SCI indicates a new SL transmission:
3>	if Source Layer-1 ID of the SCI is equal to the 8 LSB of the intended Destination Layer-2 ID and Destination Layer-1 ID of the SCI is equal to the 8 LSB of the intended Source Layer-2 ID and the cast type indicator in the SCI is set to unicast; or:
3>	if Destination Layer-1 ID of the SCI (i.e., 2nd stage SCI) is equal to the 8 LSB of the intended Destination Layer-1 ID and the cast type indicator in the SCI is set to groupcast:
4>	start or restart sl-drx-InactivityTimer for the corresponding Source Layer-2 ID and Destination Layer-2 ID pair for unicast or the corresponding Destination Layer-2 ID for groupcast after the first slot of SCI reception.
3>	if Destination Layer-1 ID of the SCI (i.e., 2nd stage SCI) is equal to the 8 LSB of the intended Destination Layer-1 ID and the cast type indicator in the SCI is set to groupcast:
4>	select sl-drx-InactivityTimer whose length of the sl-drx-InactivityTimer is the largest one among multiple SL DRX Inactivity timers that are mapped to multiple SL-QoS-Profiles of Destination Layer-2 ID associated with the Destination Layer-1 ID of the SCI; and
4>	start or restart sl-drx-InactivityTimer for the corresponding Destination Layer-2 ID after the first slot of SCI reception.



· Comment from MAC CR rapporteur point of view on this correction
· Nature of Inactivity timer is different from cycle and ouduration timer. That is, the inactivity timer is a timer that should be started only after receiving the PSCCH/PSSCH from the TX UE. Also, according to RAN2 agreement, RX UE starts inactivity timer based on 2nd SCI information (Layer-1 ID). In other words, considering the down-selection time as SCI reception time in the groupcast is more consistent with the RAN2 agreement. Also, if the RX UE succeeds in receiving the SCI but fails to decode the MAC PDU, the Destination Layer-2 ID cannot be known. RX UE behaviour of selecting the inactivity timer length in advance based on the Destination Layer-2 ID even though the L2 ID is not known is very strange behaviour.

RAN2 agreements:
· For unicast, the RX UE (re)starts the inactivity timer based on information in SCI (SCI1+SCI2).  FFS if the MAC layer can stop the inactivity timer.
· For unicast, the RX UE (re)starts the inactivity timer in the first slot after SCI (SCI1+SCI2) reception.
· For GC, when performing the down-selection of the inactivity timer, select the inactivity timer whose inactivity timer length is the largest one (among multiple ones for the corresponding L2 id) as the selected inactivity timer.

Q21: Would your company agree with the correction for relocating the down-selection of inactivity timer of groupcast in R2-2204574?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	No
	Nature of Inactivity timer is different from cycle and ouduration timer. That is, the inactivity timer is a timer that should be started only after receiving the PSCCH/PSSCH from the TX UE. Also, according to RAN2 agreement, RX UE starts inactivity timer based on 2nd SCI information (Layer-1 ID). In other words, considering the down-selection time as SCI reception time in the groupcast is more consistent with the RAN2 agreement. Also, if the RX UE succeeds in receiving the SCI but fails to decode the MAC PDU, the Destination Layer-2 ID cannot be known. RX UE behaviour of selecting the inactivity timer length in advance based on the Destination Layer-2 ID even though the L2 ID is not known is very strange behaviour.
To OPPO:
For example, let's assume the L2 DST IDs that the UE is interested in are A, B, C. And suppose that each L2 DST ID has multiple QoS flows and multiple inactivity values are mapped to each L2 DST IDs.
for L2 DST ID A: A-1, A-2, A-3 -> A1 is the longest one.
for L2 DST ID B: B-1, B-2, B-3 -> B3 is the longest one.
for L2 DST ID C: C-1, C-2, C-3 -> C2 is the longest one.
And suppose that the UE selects inactivity timer lengths A-1, B-3 and C-2 for each L2 DST ID (A, B, C) in advance.
If the UE fails to obtain L2 DST ID due to TB decoding failure, which inactivity timer length should be used among the pre-selected A-1, B-3, and C-2? In other words, how can the UE select the inactivity timer value to use in advance among A-1, B-3, and C-2 before receiving the PSCCH/PSSCH (or before acquiring the L1 or L2 DST ID)?
Therefore, down-selection at the time of SCI reception is the correct behavior (“select sl-drx-InactivityTimer whose length of the sl-drx-InactivityTimer is the largest one among multiple SL DRX Inactivity timers that are mapped to multiple SL-QoS-Profiles of Destination Layer-2 ID associated with the Destination Layer-1 ID of the SCI”) and is consistent with RAN2 agreements below.
· RAN2 agreements
For unicast, the RX UE (re)starts the inactivity timer based on information in SCI (SCI1+SCI2).  FFS if the MAC layer can stop the inactivity timer.
For unicast, the RX UE (re)starts the inactivity timer in the first slot after SCI (SCI1+SCI2) reception.
For GC, when performing the down-selection of the inactivity timer, select the inactivity timer whose inactivity timer length is the largest one (among multiple ones for the corresponding L2 id) as the selected inactivity timer.

	InterDigital
	No
	We think the current text in the MAC specification is correct.

	OPPO
	Yes
	To rapp: We fail to understand “considering the down-selection time as SCI reception time in the groupcast is more consistent with the RAN2 agreement” since the information (L2 ID/QoS) of determine inactivity timer value is aware by the UE at the beginning of the CG transmission established and has nothing to do with SCI reception. So why the UE needs to wait until SCI reception to decide the inactivity timer value for the GC transmission (i.e., why we differentiate between cycle/onduration timer and inactivity timer here)?
To LG: Thanks for the response to our question! For the issue above raised by LG, 
· seems what LG said is: Rx UE should after MAC PDU decoding, based on L2 ID (not L1 ID) to decide on inactivity timer length?
· Then our understanding is we have discussed this issue at very beginning of R17 eSL discussion and concluded on rely on L1 ID to start the inactivity timer after analysing the potential consequence. (agreement as follows)
So we do not see there is any delta/specific part for GC, and it should not be handled differently.
· Reconfirmed no optimization at MAC PDU decoding failure (e.g. if the received L2 id is not RX UE’s actual interested L2 id).

	Huawei HiSilicon
	Yes
	We agree down selection for different timers should be captured together. Also we are OK with the rephrase of starting inactivity timer for unicast and groupcast.  

	Lenovo
	No
	Current TS38.321 is correct in our understanding.

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	We also think downselection shall not be performed each time of SCI reception.

	Apple
	No
	

	Apple
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	down-selection should be performed based on full DST L2 ID, not L1 ID in SCI.
Rapp: The current text is also written to perform down-selection based on Full DST L2 ID.

	Nokia
	Comments
	We see many different views fort he issue, and it may be better to discuss this change more deeply

	Qualcomm
	Comment
	We haven’t yet agreed on any L2 ID checking for timer operation.

	CATT
	No
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	We think down-selection of sl-drx-InactivityTimer should be captured with other timers instead of upon each new SL transmission.


[Summary Q21] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 6
No: 5
Others: It may be better to discuss this change more deeply. We haven’t yet agreed on any L2 ID checking for timer operation

Some companies think that down-selection of inactivity timer values should be specified together with on-duration timer and DRX cycle. Other some companies think that current text for the down-selection of inactivity timer values in the MAC specification is correct. From MAC CR rapporteur point of view, current text is consistent with RAN2 agreements and is correct.
Moreover, there is one more vote in favor (45%) of the correction, but it cannot be seen by majority view. 

(6, 5) Proposal 20. RAN2 is not to agree on correction for relocating the down-selection of inactivity timer of groupcast in the R2-2204574.

4.2 R2-2204575	Miscellaneous correction on user plane aspects for SL DRX	OPPO	CR
1. In 5.22.1.1, 5.22.1.2, 5.22.1.3.1, 5.22.1.3.2, the reference to section 5.28.1 about the “Active time” definition is wrong since the related definition and UE behaviour is for Tx UE, which is captured in 5.28.X.
2. In 5.22.1.8 the reference to section 5.28.1 about “stop the running sl-drx-onDurationTimer or sl-drx-InactivityTimer” is wrong since the UE behaviour upon reception of SL DRX MAC CE is captured in 5.28.2.
3. In 5.28.2 the reference to section 5.28.1 about the “Active time” definition of Rx UE is wrong since the related definition is captured in 5.28.2.
4. In section 5.22.1.2a, the “remove” and “replace” UE behaviour in case SL DRX is configured and SL DRX is not configured are the same. 
5. In section 5.22.1.1, 5.22.1.4.1.2, 5.28.2, the format of “active time” is not aligned with Uu DRX and other places of SL DRX, i.e., it is “Active time” in Uu DRX and other places of SL DRX.
6. In section 5.22.1.5, cancelling condition due to CSI report and DRX command indication for SR triggered by these 2 MAC CEs are captured together with “or”, which will lead to confusion/wrong-cancellation on SR triggered by CSI report is cancelled due to DRX command MAC CE or vice versa.
7. The section number of “Behaviour of UE transmitting SL-SCH Data” should be 5.28.X instead of 5.28.2

· Comment from MAC CR rapporteur point of view on this correction
· Corrections seem appropriate.

Q22: Would your company agree with the corrections in R2-2204575?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes
	

	InterDigital
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	Huawei HiSilicon
	Yes with comment
	Some correction of “5.28.x” should be “5.28.2”. See below. 
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For 7, the section number now can be “5.28.3”

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	Apple
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	Yes
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	


[Summary Q22] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 13
No: 0

(13, 0) Proposal 21. RAN2 is to agree on miscellaneous correction in the R2-2204575. Some modifications of “active time”-related section are modified to 5.28.3, not 5.28.x.

4.3 R2-2204781	Correction on user plane aspects for SL DRX	LG Electronics France	CR
4.3.1 
At #117 meeting, RAN2 agreed to the following agreement. However, the agreement below was not reflected in the current specification. 
- “For unicast, sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer is not started after expiry of sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer when the PSFCH of ACK transmission is dropped.

Correction:
	5.28.2	Behaviour of UE receiving SL-SCH Data
When SL DRX is configured, the Active Time includes the time while:
-	sl-drx-onDurationTimer or sl-drx-InactivityTimer is running; or
-	sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer is running; or
-	period of sl-LatencyBoundCSI-Report configured by RRC in case SL-CSI reporting MAC CE is not received; or
-	the time between the transmission of the request of SL-CSI reporting and the reception of the SL-SCI reporting MAC CE in case SL-CSI reporting MAC CE is received; or
-	Slot associated with the announced periodic transmissions by the UE transmitting SL-SCH Data.
When one or multiple SL DRX is configured, the MAC entity shall:
1>	if multiple SL DRX Cycles that are mapped with multiple SL-QoS-Profiles of a Destination Layer-2 ID and interested cast type is associated to groupcast and broadcast:
2>	select sl-drx-Cycle whose length of the sl-drx-cycle is the shortest one among multiple SL DRX Cycles that are mapped with multiple SL-QoS-Profiles associated with the Destination Layer-2 ID:
2>	select sl-drx-onDurationTimer whose length of the sl-drx-onDurationTimer is the longest one among multiple SL DRX onduration timers that are mapped with multiple SL-QoS-Profiles associated with the Destination Layer-2 ID.
1>	if an sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer expires:
2>	if the data of the corresponding Sidelink process was not successfully decoded or if the HARQ feedback (i.e., negative acknowledgement) is not transmitted for unicast due to UL/SL prioritization:
3>	start the sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer for the corresponding Sidelink process in the first slot after the expiry of sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer.
NOTE:	For unicast, sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer is not started after expiry of sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer when the PSFCH of ACK transmission is dropped.



Q23: Would your company agree with the correction (add NOTE) above of R2-2204781?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes
	

	InterDigital
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	Huawei HiSilicon
	No
	We don't need to have this note since based on the following procedure, UE will only start the retransmission timer when the MAC PDU is not successfully decoded. No matter whether ACK is dropped or not, it does not satisfy “not successfully decoded” and will not enter the bullet 3 to start the retransmission timer. 

	Lenovo 
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	No
	It’s already clear in current text.

	Apple
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	No
	We agree the text should already be clear

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	OK with a note.

	CATT
	No
	

	Samsung
	No
	Agree with Huawei

	vivo
	No
	Agree that current text has already clearly covered the agreement and proposed note, i.e. only start the retransmission timer when not successfully decoded.


[Summary Q23] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 7
No: 6
There is one more vote in favor (53%) of the correction, but it cannot be seen by majority view. Therefore, correction is not reflected.

(7, 6) Proposal 22. RAN2 is not to agree on correction 1 (adding a NOTE: “For unicast, sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer is not started after expiry of sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer when the PSFCH of ACK transmission is dropped.”) in the R2-2204781.

4.3.2 
When Rx UE receives SCI in SL unicast, if Source Layer-1 ID of the SCI is equal to the 8 LSB of the intended Destination Layer-2 ID and Destination Layer-1 ID of the SCI is equal to the 16 LSB of the intended Source Layer-2 ID and the cast type indicator in the SCI is set to unicast, the RX UE should start sl-drx-InactivityTimer for the corresponding Source Layer-2 ID and Destination Layer-2 ID pair after the first slot of SCI reception. However, the LSB bit has been incorrectly specified in the specification.

Correction:
	1>	if an SL DRX is in Active Time:
2>	monitor the SCI (i.e., 1st stage SCI and 2nd stage SCI) in this SL DRX.
2>	if the SCI indicates a new SL transmission:
3>	if Source Layer-1 ID of the SCI is equal to the 8 LSB of the intended Destination Layer-2 ID and Destination Layer-1 ID of the SCI is equal to the 8 16 LSB of the intended Source Layer-2 ID and the cast type indicator in the SCI is set to unicast:
4>	start or restart sl-drx-InactivityTimer for the corresponding Source Layer-2 ID and Destination Layer-2 ID pair after the first slot of SCI reception.



Q24: Would your company agree with the correction above of R2-2204781?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes
	

	InterDigital
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	Huawei HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	Apple
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	Yes
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	


[Summary Q24] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 13
No: 0

(13, 0) Proposal 23. RAN2 is to agree on correction 2 (“fixing the LSB bit error of Source Layer-2 ID”) in the R2-2204781.

4.4 R2-2204922	Miscellaneous correction on TS 38.321 for SL DRX	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR
1. In RAN2 #117, a WA was reached as follows:
Working assumption: if there is no SL grant in the SL DRX active time of the destination that has data to be sent, trigger resource reselection.
However, in 5.22.1.2, the trigger condition is SL grants are not in SL DRX Active time of any destination that has data to be sent, which is not aligned with above WA. Note that SL grants are not in SL DRX Active time of any destination that has data to be sent is another candidate trigger of resource selection which is not agreed in [POST116bis-e][705].

Correction:
	5.22.1.2	TX resource (re-)selection check
If the TX resource (re-)selection check procedure is triggered on the selected pool of resources for a Sidelink process according to clause 5.22.1.1, the MAC entity shall for the Sidelink process:
1>	if PSCCH duration(s) and 2nd stage SCI on PSSCH for all transmissions of a MAC PDU of the any selected sidelink grant(s) are not in SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.28.1 of any the destination that has data to be sent; or



Q25: Would your company agree with the correction above in R2-2204922?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes
	

	InterDigital
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	Huawei HiSilicon 
	Yes
	Proponent. 

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	Apple
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	Yes
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	


[Summary Q25] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 13
No: 0

(13, 0) Proposal 24. RAN2 is to agree on correction of section 5.22.1.2 (“Tx resource (re-)selection check”) in the R2-2204922.

2. In 5.22.1.3.1, if previous SL grant is not in SL DRX Active time of the destination that has data to be sent, UE can use re-transmission occasion for initial transmission. However, it is not aligned with the agreement in RAN2 #117:
 For mode-1 DG [14/14] and mode-2 grant [13/13], if the initial transmission occasion was dropped due to no Rx-UE in DRX active time, TX-UE can use re-transmission occasion for initial transmission.

Correction:
	5.22.1.3.1	Sidelink HARQ Entity
The MAC entity includes at most one Sidelink HARQ entity for transmission on SL-SCH, which maintains a number of parallel Sidelink processes.
The maximum number of transmitting Sidelink processes associated with the Sidelink HARQ Entity is 16. A sidelink process may be configured for transmissions of multiple MAC PDUs. For transmissions of multiple MAC PDUs with Sidelink resource allocation mode 2, the maximum number of transmitting Sidelink processes associated with the Sidelink HARQ Entity is 4.
A delivered sidelink grant and its associated Sidelink transmission information are associated with a Sidelink process. Each Sidelink process supports one TB.
For each sidelink grant, the Sidelink HARQ Entity shall:
1>	if the MAC entity determines that the sidelink grant is used for initial transmission as specified in clause 5.22.1.1; or
1>	if the sidelink grant is a configured sidelink grant and no MAC PDU has been obtained in an sl-PeriodCG of the configured sidelink grant; or
1> if the sidelink grant is a dynamic sidelink grant or selected sidelink grant and no MAC PDU has been obtained in the previous sidelink grant when PSCCH duration(s) and 2nd stage SCI on PSSCH of the previous sidelink grant is not in SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.28.1 of the any destination that has data to be sent:



Q26: Would your company agree with the correction above in R2-2204922?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes
	

	InterDigital
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	See comments
	This depends on our decision in Q16 (change3 in 4574), i.e., if the whole “when PSCCH duration(s) and 2nd stage SCI on PSSCH of the previous sidelink grant is not in SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.28.1 of any destination that has data to be sent” can be removed the issue proposed here can be avoided.

	Huawei HiSilicon 
	Yes
	Proponent. 

	Lenovo 
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	Apple
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	Yes
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	


[Summary Q26] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 12
No: 0

(12, 0) Proposal 25. RAN2 is to agree on correction (i.e., “the destination” to “any destination”) of section 5.22.1.3.1 (“Sidelink HARQ Entity”) in the R2-2204922.

3. In 5.22.1.3.1, it is captured for selected sidelink grant, if previous SL grant is not in SL DRX Active time of the destination that has data to be sent, UE can use re-transmission occasion for initial transmission. Therefore, the duplicated description in 5.22.1.1 can be deleted. 

· Rapporteur comment
· This proposal is the same issue as Correction 2 (R2-2204574) in 4.1, and is dealt with by discussing the corresponding CR.

4. In 5.22.1.3.1, if a DG or CG SL grant for initial transmission is not in SL active time of the destination that has data to be sent, ignore SL grant. However, this case can reuse legacy procedure for the case that no MAC PDU is obtained and thus no specification impact is needed. 

· Rapporteur comment
· This proposal is the same issue as Correction 4 (R2-2204574) in 4.1, and is dealt with by discussing the corresponding CR.

5. In 5.22.1.4.1.2, when selecting a destination associated with sidelink discovery, the selected destination should be ensured to be in SL active time as we agreed during RAN2#116.
- RAN2 confirms Rel-17 SL-DRX design can be reused for L3 relay-related ProSe discovery without additional specific solution discussion/specification effort (by applying SL default-DRX configuration).

Correction:
	[bookmark: _Toc100872067][bookmark: _Toc52796545][bookmark: _Toc52752083][bookmark: _Toc46490388][bookmark: _Toc37296257]5.22.1.4.1.2	Selection of logical channels
The MAC entity shall for each SCI corresponding to a new transmission:
1>	if sl-BWP-DiscPoolConfig or sl-BWP-DiscPoolConfigCommon is configured according to TS 38.331 [5]:
2>	if the new transmission is associated with a sidelink grant in sl-DiscTxPoolSelected or sl-DiscTxPoolScheduling configured in sl-BWP-DiscPoolConfig or sl-BWP-DiscPoolConfigCommon:
3>	select a Destination associated with sidelink discovery as specified in TS 23.304 [26], that is in the SL active time for the SL transmission occasion if SL DRX is applied for the destination, and having at least one of the logical channel with the highest priority, among the logical channels that satisfy all the following conditions for the SL grant associated to the SCI:
4>	SL data is available for transmission; and
4>	SBj > 0, in case there is any logical channel having SBj > 0; and
4>	sl-configuredGrantType1Allowed, if configured, is set to true in case the SL grant is a Configured Grant Type 1; and
4>	sl-AllowedCG-List, if configured, includes the configured grant index associated to the SL grant.
2>	else:
3>	select a Destination associated with one of unicast, groupcast and broadcast (excluding the Destination(s) associated with sidelink discovery as specified in TS 23.304 [26]), that is in the SL active time for the SL transmission occasion if SL DRX is applied for the destination, and having at least one of the MAC CE and the logical channel with the highest priority, among the logical channels that satisfy all the following conditions and MAC CE(s), if any, for the SL grant associated to the SCI:


Q27: Would your company agree with the correction above in R2-2204922?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Follow majority view
	

	InterDigital
	No
	It would be best to down-prioritize changes related to inter-WI dependence for now.

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	Huawei HiSilicon 
	Yes
	Proponent. 

	Lenovo
	No strong view
	

	Xiaomi
	No
	The agreement only confirm applicability for L3 relay-related ProSe discovery. However, this change may cover both L2 and L3 relay.

	Apple
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	No 
	Agree with xiaomi, since RAN2 has not concluded on whether SL DRX is applicable to L2 relay discovery in R17.  We need to wait for outcome of offline 709

	Nokia
	No
	Agree with xiaomi

	Qualcomm
	No
	No conclusion for L2 relay yet.

	CATT
	No
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes 
	“if SL DRX is applied for the destination” may guarantee that L2 relay discovery has no impact.


[Summary Q27] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 5
No: 6



6. Fix some editorials.
- The editorial corrections will be merged rapporteur CR.

4.5 R2-2204948	Correction on the SL DRX Inactivity Timer Maintenance	CATT	CR
· Rapporteur comment
· This correction including discussion paper (R2-2204947) is the same issue as Correction (R2-2204574) in 4.1.8, and is dealt with by discussing the corresponding CR.

4.6 R2-2204950	Correction on the SL DRX Inactivity Timer Maintenance	CATT	CR
Correction 1. 
The condition to start retransmission timer is “if the data of the corresponding Sidelink process was not successfully decoded or if the HARQ feedback (i.e., negative acknowledgement) is not transmitted for unicast due to UL/SL prioritization”. But in our understanding, upon the SL DRX HARQ RTT timer expiry, the only condition to start the SL DRX retransmission timer is the data of the corresponding sidelink process was not successfully decoded no matter the HARQ feedback is transmitted or not.
· Rapporteur comment
· This correction is the same issue as Correction (R2-2204574) in 4.1.6, and is dealt with by discussing the corresponding CR.

Correction 2. 
The start of SL DRX retransmission timer is placed not together with the other timers.
· Comment from MAC CR rapporteur point of view on this correction
· It’s ok to put the timer maintenance descriptions of all SL DRX timers together in the same part of section 5.28.2 in TS38.321 without other correction (i.e., correction 1). 

Q28: Would your company agree with the correction 2 (i.e., start of SL DRX retransmission timer is placed together with the other timers.) without other correction (i.e., correction 1: modify the condition.) in R2-2204950?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	YesNo
	

	InterDigital
	No
	This change seems mostly cosmetic, and perhaps can be down-prioritized.

	OPPO
	No
	The correction is wrong since the start of retransmission timer is not related to whether UE “is in SL DRX Active time”, and we do not see why the legacy spec does not work? Seems the reason-for-change is just a matter of taste? “2)The start of SL DRX retransmission timer is placed not together with the other timers.”.

	Huawei HiSilicon 
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	No
	It’s not critical

	Apple
	Not critical
	

	Ericsson
	No
	This is not critical

	Nokia
	No
	As OPPO, we are not sure that the correction is correct

	Qualcomm
	No
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	No
	

	vivo
	No
	The judgement of sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer expiry can not be included in the loop of “1>	if an SL DRX is in Active Time”, which is incorrect.


[Summary Q28] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 3
No: 10

(3, 10) Proposal 26. RAN2 is not to agree on correction (“Move of SL DRX retransmission timer description”) in the R2-2204950.

4.7 R2-2205107	Correction on Destination ID index in SL BSR	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR
For SL BSR reporting, UE will include the destination index in the SL BSR. The destination index is set to the one index corresponding to a destination ID list reported in SUI.
When it comes into SL relay, except legacy R16 destination ID list(i.e., sl-TxResourceReqList-r16), two new ID list(sl-TxResourceReqListDisc-r17 and sl-TxResourceReqListCommRelay-r17) are added. And all these ID lists have same maximum(i.e. maxNrofSL-Dest-r16).
In this case, UE does not know how to set destination index in the SL BSR, since the total number of DST ID in these ID list may exceed the upper bound of destination index of SL BSR. Additionally, since more than one lists are reported to gNB, UE does not know the order of these list when setting the destination index of of SL BSR. 

Correction:
	[bookmark: _Toc37296310][bookmark: _Toc12751594][bookmark: _Toc52796598][bookmark: _Toc90287310][bookmark: _Toc52752136][bookmark: _Toc46490441]6.1.3.33	Sidelink Buffer Status Report MAC CEs
Sidelink Buffer Status Report (SL-BSR) MAC CEs consist of either:
-	SL-BSR format (variable size); or
-	Truncated SL-BSR format (variable size).
SL-BSR and Truncated SL-BSR MAC control elements consist of one Destination Index field, one LCG ID field and one corresponding Buffer Size field per reported target group.
The SL-BSR formats are identified by MAC subheaders with LCIDs as specified in in Table 6.2.1-2.
The fields in the SL-BSR MAC CE are defined as follows:
-	Destination Index: The Destination Index field identifies the destination. The length of this field is 5 bits. The value is set to one index corresponding to SL-DestinationIdentity associated to same destination reported in SL-TxResourceReqList. The value is indexed sequentially from "0" in the same ascending order of SL-DestinationIdentity in sl-TxResourceReqList-r16, sl-TxResourceReqListDisc-r17, sl-TxResourceReqListCommRelay-r17SL-TxResourceReqList as specified in TS 38.331 [5], If multiple such lists are reported, the value is indexed sequentially across all the lists in the same order as specified in TS 38.331[5];
-	LCG ID: The Logical Channel Group ID field identifies the group of logical channel(s) whose SL buffer status is being reported. The length of the field is 3 bits;
-	Buffer Size: The Buffer Size field identifies the total amount of data available according to the data volume calculation procedure in TSs 38.322 [3] and 38.323 [4] across all logical channels of a logical channel group of a destination after the MAC PDU has been built (i.e. after the logical channel prioritization procedure, which may result the value of the Buffer Size field to zero). The amount of data is indicated in number of bytes. The size of the RLC headers and MAC subheaders are not considered in the buffer size computation. The length of this field is 8 bits. The values for the Buffer Size field are shown in Table 6.1.3.1-2, respectively. For the Truncated SL-BSR format the number of Buffer Size fields included is maximised, while not exceeding the number of padding bits.



Q29: Would your company agree with the correction above in R2-2205107?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes
	

	InterDigital
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	Huawei HiSilicon 
	No
	We think this has already been in the latest spec. See below. 
	- 	Destination Index: The Destination Index field identifies the destination. The length of this field is 5 bits. The value is set to one index corresponding to SL destination identity associated to same destination reported in SL-TxResourceReqList, SL-TxResourceReqListDisc and SL-TxResourceReqListCommRelay, if present. The value is indexed sequentially from 0 in the same ascending order of SL destination identity in SL-TxResourceReqList, SL-TxResourceReqListDisc and SL-TxResourceReqListCommRelay as specified in TS 38.331 [5]. When multiple lists are reported, the value is indexed sequentially across all the lists in the same order as presented in SidelinkUEInformaitonNR message;




	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	Apple
	No
	This has already been fixed by SL relay MAC CR

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	No
	This should already be fixed

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	vivo
	No
	This has already been in the latest version of MAC CR.


[Summary Q29] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 8
No: 5

There is three more vote in favor (62%) of the correction, but it cannot be seen by majority view. Therefore, correction is not reflected.

(8, 5) Proposal 27. RAN2 is not to agree on correction (“Modify the destination index description in 6.1.3.33”) in the R2-2205107.
4.8 R2-2205180	Corrections of 38.321 on TX resource selection	Ericsson	 CR
Issue 1: 
A pre-Rel.17 UE served by a Rel.17 gNB may not be configured with DRX. This needs to be captured in Note 1 in clause 5.7.

Correction:
	[bookmark: _Toc29239849][bookmark: _Toc37296208][bookmark: _Toc46490335][bookmark: _Toc52752030][bookmark: _Toc52796492][bookmark: _Toc100872003]5.7	Discontinuous Reception (DRX)
The MAC entity may be configured by RRC with a DRX functionality that controls the UE's PDCCH monitoring activity for the MAC entity's C-RNTI, CI-RNTI, CS-RNTI, INT-RNTI, SFI-RNTI, SP-CSI-RNTI, TPC-PUCCH-RNTI, TPC-PUSCH-RNTI, TPC-SRS-RNTI, AI-RNTI, SL-RNTI, SLCS-RNTI and SL Semi-Persistent Scheduling V-RNTI. When using DRX operation, the MAC entity shall also monitor PDCCH according to requirements found in other clauses of this specification. When in RRC_CONNECTED, if DRX is configured, for all the activated Serving Cells, the MAC entity may monitor the PDCCH discontinuously using the DRX operation specified in this clause; otherwise the MAC entity shall monitor the PDCCH as specified in TS 38.213 [6].
NOTE 1:	VoidIf Sidelink resource allocation mode 1 is configured by RRC for a pre-Rel. 17 UE, a DRX functionality is not configured.


Q30: Would your company agree with the correction above in R2-2205180?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	InterDigital
	Yes
	We had similar text in release 16 specification to indicate that a SL UE could not be configured with Uu DRX.

	OPPO
	No
	Fail to understand this correction, isn’t that so we are writing R17 spec?

	Huawei HiSilicon 
	No 
	Can leave to NW implementation. 

	Xiaomi
	No
	R16 UE shall follow R16 spec, where it’s already clear SL UE could not be configured with Uu DRX.

	Apple
	Not essential
	

	LG
	No
	In R17, there is a configuration (HARQ RTT TimerSL, Retransmission TimerSL) for SL mode 1 DCI monitoring in Uu DRX configuration.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	No
	

	Qualcomm
	No
	

	CATT
	No
	

	Samsung
	No
	

	vivo
	No
	Left to smart NW implementation.


[Summary Q30] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 2
No: 11

(2, 11) Proposal 28. RAN2 is not to agree on correction 1 (“added to Note 1 in clause 5.7: “If Sidelink resource allocation mode 1 is configured by RRR for a pre-Rel. 17 UE, a DRX functionality is not configured.””) of section 5.7 in the R2-2205180.

Issue 2: 
In several places, the wording “from the resource pool which occur within the SL DRX active time as specified in clause 5.28.2 of the destination UE selected for indicating to the physical layer the SL DRX active time” are used. However, RAN2 has agreed that how to select destinaion UE is left to TX UE implementation, therefore, the activate time determined by the TX UE may consider time information of one or multiple destination UEs. Therefore, “of the destination UE selected” should be removed.

Correction (part of corrections):
	5>	randomly select the time and frequency resources for one transmission opportunity from the resource pool which occur within the SL DRX active time as specified in clause 5.28.2 of the destination UE selected for indicating to the physical layer the SL DRX active time above, according to the amount of selected frequency resources and the remaining PDB of SL data available in the logical channel(s) allowed on the carrier.



Q31: Would your company agree with the corrections (the text “of the destination UE selected” is removed in a couple of places.) in R2-2205180?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	No
	

	InterDigital
	No
	The current text in the MAC specification is clearer and the change adds ambiguity with no advantage.

	OPPO
	
	Generally, we are reluctant to re-discuss the text since it is already a hard comprise way-forward.

	Huawei HiSilicon 
	No 
	One transmission opportunity can only be used for one DST. Do not understand why to consider the active time of multiple DST. 

	Lenovo
	No
	

	Xiaomi
	No
	Each transmission has to associate with one destination, since it’s not allowed to multiplex SDU from different destinations to one PDU.

	Apple
	
	Maybe just use “destination(s)”

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	No
	

	Qualcomm
	No
	

	CATT
	No
	

	Samsung
	No
	

	vivo
	No
	


[Summary Q31] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 1
No: 10

(2, 11) Proposal29. RAN2 is not to agree on correction 2 (“In clause 5.28.2 the text “ of the destination UE selected” is removed in a couple of places.”) in the R2-2205180.

Issue 3:
Clause 5.22.1.8	 is not needed; it can be removed. Give that UE actions upon reception of SL DRX command are already captured in clause 5.28.

Correction:
	5.22.1.8	Sidelink DRX Command Indication
The Sidelink DRX Command indication procedure is used to indicate to a peer UE to stop the running sl-drx-onDurationTimer or sl-drx-InactivityTimer as specified in clause 5.28.1.



Q32: Would your company agree with the correction above of R2-2205180?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Follow majority view
	

	InterDigital
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	Huawei HiSilicon 
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Follow majority
	

	Apple
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	No strong view
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	


[Summary Q32] Out of 12 companies
Yes: 9
No: 0
Follow majority: 2
No strong view: 1

(9, 0) Proposal 30. RAN2 is to agree on correction 3 (“Clause 5.22.1.8 is removed.”) in the R2-2205180.

4.9 R2-2205181	Corrections of 38.321 on SL grant reception	Ericsson	draftCR	
Issue 1: 
A Rel.17 UE served by a Rel.17 gNB may perform LTE sidelink transmission for V2X sidelink communication. When resource allocation mode 1 is configured, the gNB may use PDCCH to activate/deactivate the semi-persistently scheduled sidelink transmission. In this case PDCCH indicating activation of sidelink SPS shall be considered to indicate a new transmission similar as activation of UL SPS or activation of sidelink configured grant type 2. 

Correction:
	[bookmark: _Toc60777521][bookmark: _Toc90651396]5.7	Discontinuous Reception (DRX)
< Unmodified parts omitted >
2>	if the PDCCH indicates a new transmission (DL, UL or SL) on a Serving Cell in this DRX group:
3>	start or restart drx-InactivityTimer for this DRX group in the first symbol after the end of the PDCCH reception.
NOTE 3a:	A PDCCH indicating activation of SPS, configured grant type 2, sidelink SPS, or configured sidelink grant of configured grant Type 2 is considered to indicate a new transmission.



Q33: Would your company agree with the correction above of R2-2205181?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes
	

	InterDigital 
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	No with comment
	Not quite get the point, the target case is “LTE sidelink transmission for V2X sidelink communication”, but we did not discuss the SL-DRX for LTE V2X right?

	Huawei HiSilicon 
	Yes
	

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	No
	NR control LTE sidelink is not in the scope of SL-DRX.

	Apple
	No
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	No
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	No
	

	vivo
	No
	SL-DRX is the feature of NR sidelink, i.e. not coexistence with LTE V2X.


[Summary Q33] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 7
No: 6
(7, 6) Proposal 31. RAN2 is not to agree on correction of section 5.7 in the R2-2205181.

Issue 2: 
RAN2 agreed that 
For mode-1 DG and mode-2 grant, if the initial transmission occasion was dropped due to no Rx-UE in DRX active time, TX-UE can use re-transmission occasion for initial transmission. 
This agreement has been captured in clause 5.22.1.3.1. 
Therefore, below text in clause 5.22.1.1 (as highlited) is not needed. 

2>	if the TX resource (re-)selection is triggered as the result of the TX resource (re-)selection check:
……  
5> if selected resource for initial transmission occasion is not in the SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.28.1 of any destination that has data to be sent:
6> use retransmission occasion(s) for initial transmission of PSCCH and PSSCH.
· Rapporteur comment
· This proposal is the same issue as Correction 2 (R2-2204574) in 4.1, and is dealt with by discussing the corresponding CR.

3. Issue 3
The below RAN2 agreement
For mode-1 DG and mode-2 grant, if the initial transmission occasion was dropped due to no Rx-UE in DRX active time, TX-UE can use re-transmission occasion for initial transmission. 
has been captured by the below texts as highlighted in clause 5.22.1.3.1
1>	if the MAC entity determines that the sidelink grant is used for initial transmission as specified in clause 5.22.1.1; or
1>	if the sidelink grant is a configured sidelink grant and no MAC PDU has been obtained in a sl-PeriodCG of the configured sidelink grant; or
1>	if the sidelink grant is a dynamic sidelink grant or selected sidelink grant and no MAC PDU has been obtained in the previous sidelink grant when PSCCH duration(s) and 2nd stage SCI on PSSCH of the previous sidelink grant is not in SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.28.1 of the destination that has data to be sent:
however, the wording is not accurate. The RAN2 agreement is only applicable to the case where the previous sidelink grant and the current sidelink grant are used for transmission of the same TB.

· Rapporteur comment
· This proposal is the same issue as Correction 3 (R2-2204574) in 4.1, and is dealt with by discussing the corresponding CR.

4.10 R2-2205622	Aligning Parameter names for UC GC and BC	Lenovo	CR	
The MAC entity may be configured by RRC with an SL DRX functionality that controls the UE's SCI (i.e., 1st stage SCI and 2nd stage SCI) monitoring activity for unicast, for groupcast and broadcast. The derivation/ determination and naming of DRX configuration parameters are different in RRC but MAC implementation can use just a single name as long as it is clarified that DRX configuration IE names for different cast types are used under the same name in MAC specification.

Correction:
	5.28	Sidelink Discontinuous Reception (DRX)
[bookmark: _Hlk84188665]5.28.1	General
The MAC entity may be configured by RRC with an SL DRX functionality that controls the UE's SCI (i.e., 1st stage SCI and 2nd stage SCI) monitoring activity for unicast, for groupcast and broadcast. When using SL DRX operation, the MAC entity shall also monitor SCI (i.e., 1st stage SCI and 2nd stage SCI) according to requirements found in other clauses of this specification.
RRC controls Sidelink DRX operation by configuring the following parameters:
[bookmark: _Hlk101539213]-	sl-drx-onDurationTimer: the duration at the beginning of an SL DRX cycle named sl-DRX-GC-BC-OnDurationTimer for GC BC communication;
-	sl-drx-SlotOffset: the delay before starting the sl-drx-onDurationTimer;
[bookmark: _Hlk101539233]-	sl-drx-InactivityTimer (except for the broadcast transmission): the duration after the first slot of SCI (i.e., 1st stage SCI and 2nd stage SCI) reception in which an SCI indicates a new SL transmission for the MAC entity,; named sl-DRX-GC-InactivityTimer for GC BC communication;
-	sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer (per Sidelink process except for the broadcast transmission): the maximum duration until an SL retransmission is received, named sl-DRX-GC-RetransmissionTimer for GC communication;
-	sl-drx-StartOffset: the slot where the SL DRX cycle starts;
[bookmark: _Hlk101539243]-	sl-drx-Cycle: the Sidelink DRX cycle,; named sl-DRX-GC-BC-Cycle for GC BC communication;
-	sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer (per Sidelink process except for the broadcast transmission): the minimum duration before an SL HARQ retransmission is expected by the MAC entity.



Q34: Would your company agree with the correction above of R2-2205622?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes
	

	InterDigital
	No
	The current text is already sufficiently clear.

	OPPO
	See comments
	We agree with the intention but the detailed wording can be further refined to be clearer or we can also change ASN.1 (331) to align the name for UC and BC/GC.


	Huawei HiSilicon
	Yes with comments
	Agree with the intention but would like to have the following change
sl-drx-onDurationTimer/sl-DRX-GC-BC-OnDurationTimer: the duration at the beginning of an SL DRX cycle
sl-drx-InactivityTimer/sl-DRX-GC-InactivityTimer(except for the broadcast transmission): the duration after the first slot of SCI (i.e., 1st stage SCI and 2nd stage SCI) reception in which an SCI indicates a new SL transmission for the MAC entity,
sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer/sl-DRX-GC-RetransmissionTimer(per Sidelink process except for the broadcast transmission): the maximum duration until an SL retransmission is received, 
sl-drx-Cycle/ sl-DRX-GC-BC-Cycle: the Sidelink DRX cycle, 

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	Apple
	No strong view
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	No
	But if anything we would prefer the Huawei HiSilicon’s change as baseline

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	No strong view

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes with comments
	Agree with Huawei’s suggestion. 

	vivo
	Yes
	


[Summary Q34] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 9
No: 2
No strong view: 1
Others: 1

(9, 2) Proposal 32. RAN2 is to agree on correction with some modification in the R2-2205622.
4.11 R2-2205910	Corrections on HARQ RTT Handling in MAC Specification	InterDigital, Ericsson, Apple	draftCR	
When the UE determines the HARQ RTT timer from the SCI, the behavior of the UE should be specified in normative text to avoid mismatch between the TX and RX UE. This is already the case for adding the periodic resource reservations in the active time.  
However, for HARQ RTT derivation from the SCI, the MAC specification currently uses a note only.

Correction:
	[bookmark: _Hlk84264196]5.28.2	Behaviour of UE receiving SL-SCH Data
~
2>	if the SCI indicates an SL transmission:
3>	if the resource(s) for one or more retransmission opportunities is scheduled in the SCI
4>	derive the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer from the retransmission resource timing of the first retransmission resource in the SCI
3>	else:
4>	use the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer configured by upper layers
3>	if PSFCH resource is not configured for the SL grant associated to the SCI:
4>	start the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer for the corresponding Sidelink process in the slot following the end of PSSCH transmission (i.e., currently received PSSCH).
3>	if PSFCH resource is configured for the SL grant associated to the SCI:
4>	if HARQ feedback is enabled by the SCI and the cast type indicator in the SCI is set to unicast; or
4>	if HARQ feedback is enabled by the SCI and the cast type indicator in the SCI is set to groupcast and positive-negative acknowledgement is selected;
5>	start the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer for the corresponding Sidelink process in the first slot after the end of the corresponding PSFCH transmission carrying the SL HARQ feedback; or
5>	start the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer for the corresponding Sidelink process in the first slot after the end of the corresponding PSFCH resource for the SL HARQ feedback when the SL HARQ feedback is not transmitted due to UL/SL prioritization;
4>	if HARQ feedback is enabled by the SCI and the cast type indicator in the SCI is set to groupcast and negative-only acknowledgement is selected;
5>	start the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer for the corresponding Sidelink process in the first slot after the end of the corresponding PSFCH transmission carrying the SL HARQ feedback; or
5>	start the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer for the corresponding Sidelink process in the first slot after the end of the corresponding PSFCH resource for the SL HARQ feedback when the SL HARQ feedback is not transmitted due to UL/SL prioritization; or
5>	start the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer for the corresponding Sidelink process in the first slot after the end of the corresponding PSFCH resource for the SL HARQ feedback when the SL HARQ feedback is a positive acknowledgement.
4>	if HARQ feedback is disabled by the SCI and the resource(s) for one or more retransmission opportunities is not scheduled in the SCI:
5>	start the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer for the corresponding Sidelink process in the slot following the end of PSFCH resource.
4>	if HARQ feedback is disabled by the SCI and the resource(s) for one or more retransmission opportunities is scheduled in the SCI:
5>	start the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer for the corresponding Sidelink process in the slot following the end of PSSCH transmission (i.e., currently received PSSCH).
NOTE:	The sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer is derived from the retransmission resource timing (i.e., immediately next retransmission resource indicated in an SCI) when SCI indicates a next retransmission resource. The UE uses the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer is configured as specified in TS 38.331 [5] when an SCI does not indicate a next retransmission resource.




Q35: Would your company agree with the correction above of R2-2205910?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes
	

	InterDigital
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	intention fine but change NOK
	We are fine with the intention but the way for the change should be further discussed since 5.28.2 is mainly used to capture the UE behaviour of maintaining/starting the timers but not how to determine the value of the timers, But we suggest to capture this in 5.28.1, i.e., the place to define the RTT timer.

	Huawei HiSilicon
	Yes with comments
	We are fine to use normative text but we think the RTT timer is derived from the retransmission resource time when the SCI indicates more than one transmission resource. And the timer is derived from immediately next retransmission resource. So the proposed normative text is not strictly aligned with the agreement. The original wording one retransmission is not correct since there is a case that the SL grant is for retransmission and SCI indicates only one retransmission. In this case it is not able to derive the RTT timer based on SCI. Note in 300 we also have the description as below. 
	In addition to (pre)configured values for each of these timers, SL HARQ RTT timer value can be derived from the retransmission resource timing when SCI indicates more than one transmission resource.


So we proposed to have the following change. 
3>	if the resource(s) for one or more than one retransmission transmission opportunities is scheduled in the SCI
4>	derive the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer from the retransmission resource timing of the first next retransmission resource in the SCI
3>	else:
4>	use the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer configured by upper layers

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	Apple
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	Yes
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes 
	

	vivo
	Yes
	


[Summary Q35] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 12
No: 1

(12, 1) Proposal 33. RAN2 is to agree on the intention of the correction in the R2-2205910, FFS on the detailed shape of the change.

4.12 R2-2205911	Corrections on Inactivity Timer Resetting for Groupcast	InterDigital	draftCR		
In the current MAC specification, inactivity timer is reset upon reception of a new transmission associated with a SRC/DEST L2 ID. Groupcast communication uses SL inactivity timer.  Specifically, if a UE performs a groupcast transmission to a L2 destination ID, all UEs that are receiving the transmission associated with that L2 destination ID should reset their SL inactivity timer and be able to receive additional groupcast transmissions. This extends the period of time where the group can communicate.  However, extending this period should also apply to the UE performing the transmission. Currently, a UE that performs groupcast transmission to a L2 destination ID operating in DRX does not reset its SL inactivity timer.
Add the resetting of the SL inactivity timer for a L2 destination ID upon transmission by a UE to that L2 destination ID.

Correction:
	5.28.2	Behaviour of UE receiving SL-SCH Data
~
1> if the cast type indicated by upper layer is groupcast and a new transmission is performed for a Destination Layer-2 ID: 
2>	start or restart sl-drx-InactivityTimer for the Destination Layer-2 ID after the first slot of SCI    transmission
1>	if an SL DRX Command MAC CE is received for the Source Layer-2 ID and Destination Layer-2 ID pair of a unicast: 
2>	stop sl-drx-onDurationTimer for the Source Layer-2 ID and Destination Layer-2 ID pair of a unicast;
2>	stop sl-drx-InactivityTimer for the Source Layer-2 ID and Destination Layer-2 ID pair of a unicast.



Q36: Would your company agree with the correction above of R2-2205911?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes with change
	Section 5.28.2 is the section on the RX UE’s behaviour. So the correction should be reflected in 5.28.2.3 (Behaviour of UE transmitting SL-SCH data).

	InterDigital
	Yes
	We are also fine to leave to section 5.28.2.  Note – this is the same issue as in section 4.1.7. 

	OPPO
	Yes
	This is same as correction 7 in R2-2204574

	Huawei HiSilicon
	No 
	We don’t have this kind of agreement. The inactivity timer will be started upon reception of new data with the same DST ID, see agreement below. So no need to start the inactivity timer upon transmission. And as we replied to Q20, this has already been captured in the current spec. 
	For groupcast, the TX UE restarts its timer corresponding to inactivity timer for the L2 destination ID (used for determining the allowable transmission time) upon reception of new data with the same destination ID.




	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Follow majority
	We can understand the logic that GC TX UE shall also be considered as reception of new transmission due to half duplex. However, as HW indicated, there is no agreement to support such change. Fine to follow majority.

	Apple
	Same view as LG
	

	Ericsson
	No
	This change would add spec texts for TX UE. In our views, how TX UE behave can be left to implementation

	Nokia
	No
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes w. comment
	It’s OK to add for Tx UE, No strong preference.

	CATT
	No
	

	vivo
	No
	The behaviours of TX UE side may not include many details since the behaviours of RX UE can clearly reflect it.











4.13 R2-2205912	Corrections on Active Time Definition at the TX UE	InterDigital	draftCR		
The TX UE determines whether transmission to an RX UE configured in DRX can be performed by maintaining the active time associated with an RX UE in 5.28.2.  This includes both the current active time and future active time. 
This current and future active time is defined in 5.28.2 based on the SL DRX timers only (on-duration, inactivity, and retransmission timers).  However, at the RX UE, active time includes also the slots associated with announced periodic transmissions by the TX UE, and the time following CSI request received by the TX UE.
Section 5.28.2 is incorrectly numbered (should be 5.28.3).

Include the active times associated with periodic transmissions and CSI reporting window in the definition of the current and future active time at the TX UE.

Correction:
	5.28.32	Behaviour of UE transmitting SL-SCH Data
The UE transmitting SL-SCH Data should keep aligned with its intended UE receiving the SL-SCH Data regarding the SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.28.1.
Furthermore, the UE transmitting SL-SCH Data determines the SL DRX active time based on 
- SL DRX timers that are running (e.g., sl-drx-onDurationTimer, sl-drx-InactivityTimer, sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer) or will be running in the future (e.g., sl-drx-onDurationTimer, sl-drx-InactivityTimer, sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer) at the UE(s) receiving SL-SCH data. 
- the slot(s) associated with periodic transmission(s) that have been announced by the UE in SCI
- the time between reception of CSI request from the intended UE and transmission of a CSI report, upto a maximum of sl-LatencyBoundCSI-Report
When determining the active time from the SL DRX timers, Tthe UE may select resource for the initial transmission of groupcast within the time when sl-drx-onDurationTimer or sl-drx-InactivityTimer of the destination is running.
NOTE: A UE may assume that a resource for retransmission is in the active time if an initial transmission causes the sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer to be started at the receiving UE.




Q37: Would your company agree with the correction above of R2-2205912?
	Company
	Yes,
Yes with change,
No
	Detailed Comments

	LG
	Yes
	

	InterDigital
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	No
	Our understanding is the sentence at the beginning of this section can already covered this “The UE transmitting SL-SCH Data should keep aligned with its intended UE receiving the SL-SCH Data regarding the SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.28.1. ” so the change can be saved.

	Huawei HiSilicon
	Yes with comments
	This section is for TX UE to determine the SL active time, so the following bullet should be updated from the TX UE’s perspective
- the time between reception transmission of CSI request from to the intended UE and transmission reception of a CSI report, upto a maximum of sl-LatencyBoundCSI-Report

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	No for first added bullet
	The active time shall be determined per RX UE. But the first added bullet is detemined per TX UE. It can’t be guaranteed that all RX UEs would keep active in the resource announced by TX UE. Only the SCI intended RX UE would keep active. Therefore, following modification should be made.
- the slot(s) associated with periodic transmission(s) that have been announced by the UE in SCI for the intended RX UE


	Apple
	See comment.
	Seems not needed. The RX UE remains active in those cases, then this can refer to RX side Active time definition and not repeated again in TX side

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	No strong view
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	vivo
	No
	Same comment as Q36. The behaviours of TX UE side may not include many details since the behaviours of RX UE can clearly reflect it.


[Summary Q37] Out of 13 companies
Yes: 8
No: 4
No strong view: 1

No majority view (8/13: 61%)

(8, 4) Proposal 34. RAN2 is not to agree on correction in the R2-2205912.

5. CONCLUSION
In conclusion, RAN2 is suggested to agree the following proposals:
· Proposals
(4, 6) Proposal 1: RAN2 is to agree on the intention of the proposal 1 (“For resource re-selection of the pre-emption check in SL DRX, the time gap between the re-selected resource and the reported pre-empted resource is not larger than the duration of SL HARQ Retransmission timer.”) in the R2-2204552, FFS on the detailed shape of the change.

(13, 0) Proposal 2: RAN2 is to agree on proposal 3 (“Add the starting condition of drx-RetransmissionTimerSL upon expiry of drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL in case both PSFCH and PUCCH are not configured.”) in the R2-2204580.

(1, 12) Proposal 3: RAN2 is not to agree on proposal 1 (“TX UE should not multiplex between DRX SDU and non-DRX SDU associated with the same destination layer-2 ID.”) in the R2-2204782.

(4, 7) Proposal 4: RAN2 is not to agree on proposal 1 (“In SL groupcast, TX UE selects the resources for retransmission of a SL process within the assumed time when onduration timer, inactivity timer, or the retransmission timer of this SL process is running.”) in the R2-2204864.

(1, 12) Proposal 5: RAN2 is not to agree on proposal 2 (“To avoid the packet loss in RX UE caused by SL HARQ feedback disabled, if RX UE receives a SCI indicating HARQ feedback disabled, RX UE starts SL retransmission timer upon SL HARQ RTT timer expiry regardless of whether the data is decoded successfully or not.”) in the R2-2204864.

(1, 12) Proposal 6: RAN2 is not to agree on proposal 3 (“add a NOTE to specify the TX UE selects the resources for the initial transmission/retransmission associated with any active time (e.g. on duration timer or inactivity timer, or retransmission timer corresponding to received PSFCH) at the RX UE.”) in the R2-2204864.

(8, 5) Proposal 7: RAN2 should discuss whether to agree or disagree with proposal 2 (“Capture in MAC spec, when the PUCCH resource is configured, the start time of drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL for configured sidelink grant reuses that for dynamic sidelink grant.”) of R2-2204865.

(5, 7) Proposal 8: RAN2 discuss whether to agree or disagree with proposal 3 (“Capture in MAC spec, when the PUCCH resource is not configured, start the drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL for the corresponding HARQ process at the first symbol after end of PSSCH occasion for configured sidelink grant.”) in the R2-2204865.

(0, 13) Proposal 9: RAN2 is not to agree on proposal 3 (“It is suggested to re-use legacy UE behaviour and leave resource selection to UE implementation when SL DRX is configured.”) in the R2-2205105.
Proposal 10. RAN2 discuss whether to agree or disagree with proposal 3 (“The UE should start HARQ RTT timer for the corresponding HARQ process in the first symbol after the end of corresponding PUCCH resource when the PUCCH is not transmitted due to a measurement gap or a LBT failure.”) in the R2-2205136.
(0, 12) Proposal 11: RAN2 is not to agree on proposal 4 (“The UE should start drx-RetransmissionTimerSL in the first symbol after the expiry of drx-HARQ-RTT-TimerSL when the PUCCH is not transmitted due to a measurement gap or a LBT failure.”) in the R2-2205136.

(2, 11) Proposal 12: RAN2 is not to agree on proposal 5 (“The UE does not stop SL DRX timers (i.e. sl-drx-onDurationTimer, sl-drx-InactivityTimer, sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer, sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer) when resetting the MAC entity.”) in the R2-2205136.

· CRs
(13, 0) Proposal 13: RAN2 is to agree on correction 1 (“In section 5.7, remove “and PSFCH is configured” to cover both the resource pool with and without PSFCH cases.”) in the R2-2204574.

(7, 5) Proposal 14: RAN2 is not to agree on correction 2 (“In section 5.22.1.1, remove the text “5> if selected resource for initial transmission occasion is not in the SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.28.1 of any destination that has data to be sent: 6> use retransmission occasion(s) for initial transmission of PSCCH and PSSCH.”;”) in the R2-2204574

(4, 8) Proposal 15: RAN2 is not to agree on correction 3 (“In section 5.22.1.3.1, remove the text “when PSCCH duration(s) and 2nd stage SCI on PSSCH of the previous sidelink grant is not in SL DRX Active time as specified in clause 5.x.1 of the destination that has data to be sent””) in the R2-2204574
(3, 10) Proposal 16: RAN2 is not to agree on correction 4 (“In section 5.22.1.3.1, remove the text “2> if all PSCCH duration(s) and PSSCH duration(s) for initial transmission …: 3>	ignore the sidelink grant.” in 5.22.1.3.1.”) in the R2-2204574

(12, 0) Proposal 17. RAN2 is to agree on correction 5 (“In section 5.28.2, change “and” to “or””) in the R2-2204574.

(4, 7) Proposal 18: RAN2 is not to agree on correction 6 (“In section 5.28.2, remove the “if the HARQ feedback (i.e., negative acknowledgement) is not transmitted for unicast due to UL/SL prioritization” condition.”) in the R2-2204574.

(9, 1) Proposal 19: RAN2 discuss whether to agree or disagree with correction 7 (“In section 5.28.2, add the inactivity timer start condition when groupcast new data transmission happens.”) in the R2-2204574.

(6, 5) Proposal 20. RAN2 is not to agree on correction for relocating the down-selection of inactivity timer of groupcast in the R2-2204574.

(13, 0) Proposal 21. RAN2 is to agree on miscellaneous correction in the R2-2204575. Some modifications of “active time”-related section are modified to 5.28.3, not 5.28.x.

(7, 6) Proposal 22. RAN2 is not to agree on correction 1 (adding a NOTE: “For unicast, sl-drx-RetransmissionTimer is not started after expiry of sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer when the PSFCH of ACK transmission is dropped.”) in the R2-2204781.

(13, 0) Proposal 23. RAN2 is to agree on correction 2 (“fixing the LSB bit error of Source Layer-2 ID”) in the R2-2204781.

(13, 0) Proposal 24. RAN2 is to agree on correction of section 5.22.1.2 (“Tx resource (re-)selection check”) in the R2-2204922.

(12, 0) Proposal 25. RAN2 is to agree on correction (i.e., “the destination” to “any destination”) of section 5.22.1.3.1 (“Sidelink HARQ Entity”) in the R2-2204922.
[bookmark: _GoBack]
(3, 10) Proposal 26. RAN2 is not to agree on correction (“Move of SL DRX retransmission timer description”) in the R2-2204950.

(8, 5) Proposal 27. RAN2 is not to agree on correction (“Modify the destination index description in 6.1.3.33”) in the R2-2205107.

(2, 11) Proposal 28. RAN2 is not to agree on correction 1 (“added to Note 1 in clause 5.7: “If Sidelink resource allocation mode 1 is configured by RRR for a pre-Rel. 17 UE, a DRX functionality is not configured.””) of section 5.7 in the R2-2205180.

(1, 10) Proposal 29. RAN2 is not to agree on correction 2 (“In clause 5.28.2 the text “ of the destination UE selected” is removed in a couple of places.”) in the R2-2205180.

(9, 0) Proposal 30. RAN2 is to agree on correction 3 (“Clause 5.22.1.8 is removed.”) in the R2-2205180.

(7, 6) Proposal 31. RAN2 is not to agree on correction of section 5.7 in the R2-2205181.

(9, 2) Proposal 32. RAN2 is to agree on correction with some modification in the R2-2205622.

(12, 1) Proposal 3. RAN2 is to agree on the intention of the correction in the R2-2205910, FFS on the detailed shape of the change.

(8, 4) Proposal 34. RAN2 is not to agree on correction in the R2-2205912.
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