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[bookmark: _Hlk102145181]3GPP TSG-RAN2 Meeting 124		 R2-2313603
Chicago, 13th – 17th Novemer, 2023                       
Agenda item:	5.2.1
Source:	LG
Title:	Summary of AT124][102][V2X/SL] Rel-16/17 UP corrections (LG)
[bookmark: _Hlk506366071]Document for:	Discussion and Decision 
1. Introduction
This is the summary of below offline discussion. 
[AT124][102][V2X/SL] Rel-16/17 UP corrections (LG)
	Scope: Discuss and conclude the corrections proposed in R2-2312530/R2-2312531 (also including R2-2312532), R2-2313088, and R2-2313186.
	Intended outcome: Discussion summary in R2-2313603. Merged Rel-17 38.321 CR in R2-2313604. Email approval. 
Deadline: 11/16 19:00 (in Chicago local time)
2. Discussion
2.1 For changes in R2-2312530/R2-2312531/R2-2312532 
Reason for change:
Re-transmission resource of generated MAC PDU in HARQ buffer can also be indicated by re-evaluation/pre-emption. However, current specification can only select the resource for new data in LCH.
Change: Add description for selecting resource for generated MAC PDU in HARQ buffer.
5.22.1.2a	Re-evaluation and Pre-emption
(omitted)
NOTE 3:	After the resource is removed due to evaluation or pre-emption, UE may select the resource for MAC PDU available in HARQ buffer. It is left for UE implementation to reselect any pre-selected but not reserved resource(s) other than the resource(s) indicated for pre-emption or re-evaluation by the physical layer during reselection triggered by re-evaluation or pre-emption indicated by the physical layer.
[bookmark: _Toc146701212]5.22.1.2b	Re-selection for using a received resource conflict indication
(omitted)
NOTE 1:	After the resource is removed due to conflict indication, UE may select the resource for MAC PDU available in HARQ buffer. If retransmission resource cannot be selected by ensuring that the resource can be indicated by the time resource assignment of a prior SCI, how to select the time and frequency resource for more transmission opportunities from the available resources is left for UE implementation by ensuring the minimum time gap between any two selected ‎resources in case that PSFCH is configured for this pool of ‎resources.

Rapporteur view: Rapporteur understand that NOTE3 and NOTE 1 are interpreted as a description that applies not only to resource selection for new data but also to retransmission resource selection. However, I am not opposed to adding suggested text to clearly specify UE behavior.
Q1: Would you company agree the change proposed in R2-2312530 (R16 CR: NOTE 3)/R2-2312531 (R17 CR: NOTE 3)/R2-2312532 (NOTE 1)?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	LG
	Follow majority view
	

	OPPO
	Not sure about the intention
	Our understanding of the original NOTE is it was used to clarify that how to handle the subsequent grant if the initial grant has been affected. 
It is a bit unclear how this NOTE is related to the reason-for-change “Re-transmission resource of generated MAC PDU in HARQ buffer can also be indicated by re-evaluation/pre-emption. However, current specification can only select the resource for new data in LCH.”, 

Technically, for first part, it is true, i.e., a grant used for re-transmission may be affected by re-evaluation/pre-emption. For the second part, not sure what does it mean by “select the resource for new data”?
Maybe some further clarification is helpful.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	
	We have similar view as Rapporteur. The existing texts already cover the behaviour of the TP. 

	Ericsson
	
	We also agree with the rapp. The existing texts already cover the expected behaviour. Therefore, further clarification may be unnecessary. But, we can follow the majority view.

	Xiaomi
	
	Similar view as the other companies. The existing spec already allows reselect resources for retransmission. Nothing more is needed.

	ASUSTeK
	
	Same view as Rapportuer as the existing text does not exclude selecting and replacing retransmission resources.

	Lenovo
	
	Same view as Rapportuer and other companies and thinks no additional texts are needed

	Qualcomm
	
	Same view as Rapportuer and other companies. 

	vivo
	
	Agree with Rapporteur.


[Summary] Out of 10 companies
Agree: 0
Disagree: 10
Proposal 1 (0/10): Corrections in R2-2312530, R2-2312531 and R2-2312532 are not agreed.

[bookmark: _Hlk103023256]2.2 For changes in R2-2313088
Reason for change:
sl-DRX-GC-BC-OnDurationTimer is defined in SL-DRX-GC-BC-QoS-r17 in TS 38.331. However, in clause 5.28, sl-DRX-GC-BC-OndurationTimer is used when referring to sl-DRX-GC-BC-OnDurationTimer.
Change: In clause 5.28, change “sl-DRX-GC-BC-OndurationTimer” to “sl-DRX-GC-BC-OnDurationTimer”.
[bookmark: _Toc146701252]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/sl-DRX-GC-BC-OnDurationTimersl-DRX-GC-BC-OndurationTimer or sl-drx-InactivityTimer/sl-DRX-GC-InactivityTimer is running; or
Rapporteur view: This is a correction for a typo.
Q2: Would you company agree the change proposed in R2-2313088?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	LG
	Agree
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	
	Changes are rather editorial. In our views. For such editorial changes, the company shall directly contact the spec rapporteur. 

	Xiaomi
	
	Agree with Ericssion

	Philips (proponent)
	Agree
	

	ASUSTeK
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	
	Share Ericsson’s view

	vivo
	Agree
	


[Summary] Out of 9 companies
Agree: 9
Disagree: 0
Proposal 2 (9/0): Correction in R2-2313088 is agreed.

2.3 For changes in R2-2313186
Reason for change:
In the specification, the term “triggered SL-CSI” is used. However, such term is not correct and it is inconsistent with terminology with other places in the spec, where the correct term is “triggered SL-CSI reporting”.
Change: Change “triggered SL-CSI” into “triggered SL-CSI reporting”.

[bookmark: _Toc12569232][bookmark: _Toc37296249][bookmark: _Toc46490378][bookmark: _Toc52752073][bookmark: _Toc52796535][bookmark: _Toc146701209]5.22.1.1	SL Grant reception and SCI transmission
(omitted)
4>	randomly select the time and frequency resources for one transmission opportunity from the resources indicated by the physical layer as specified in clause 8.1.4 of TS 38.214 [7], according to the amount of selected frequency resources, the remaining PDB of SL data available in the logical channel(s) allowed on the carrier, and/or the latency requirement of the triggered SL-CSI reporting and the latency requirement of the Sidelink Inter-UE Coordination Information transmission.
(omitted)

Rapporteur view: suggested terminology (“triggerd SL-CSI reporting”) is clearer than “triggered SL-CSI”.
Q3: Would you company agree the change proposed in R2-2313186?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	LG
	Agree
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	
	Changes are rather editorial. In our views. For such editorial changes, the company shall directly contact the spec rapporteur. 

	Xiaomi
	OK  to follow majority
	Agree with Ericssion

	ASUSTeK
	Agree (Proponent)
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	
	Agree with Ericssion

	vivo
	Agree
	


[Summary] Out of 8 companies
Agree: 8
Disagree: 0
Proposal 3 (8/0): Correction in R2-2313186 is agreed.

3. Conclusion
Proposal 1 (0/10): Corrections in R2-2312530, R2-2312531 and R2-2312532 are not agreed.
Proposal 2 (9/0): Correction in R2-2313088 is agreed.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 3 (8/0): Correction in R2-2313186 is agreed.
