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Introduction
During RAN1#104b-e[1], the following email thread is allocated with the aim of discussing the LS reply to R1-2100021.
Email discussion/approval to reply LS in R1-2100021 (April 15th – 20th), to be handled under 8.11.1.1, conditioned on the progress and joint management in the sub-agenda (Yuzhou Hu, ZTE)
In this contribution, the email discussion for the meeting was synthesized. 
[bookmark: _Toc525][bookmark: _Toc29400][bookmark: _Toc82]Discussions
	Discussion Point 1 
Is sensing operation restricted to be performed under DRX ON duration? 
This is related to the ongoing discussion topic #7 under 8.11.1.1. However, according to the majority view (4 out of 5 contributions), some collective concerns are mentioned w.r.t the performance degradation impact from having this restriction. It’s observed that power saving effects may be mitigated if some mismatch between DRX pattern and partial sensing configuration exists. 
Discussion point 2
If your position regarding the first discussion point is positive – i.e. sensing should be performed under DRX ON duration, do you think the following two scenarios need to be considered(please share your views on how to handle the issues thereof in the meantime):
· Scenario 1: Under unicast case, if the Tx UE B is configured with DRX1, and the Rx UE A is configured with DRX2, does the sensing need to be restricted to the on duration of DRX1 or DRX 2, in particular if the DRX  On durations have are not overlapping.
· Scenario 2: Under groupcast/broadcast case, if the Tx UE B is configured with a given DRX, and the multiple Rx UE within the range of groupcast/broadcast are configured with distinct DRX patterns. Which of the DRX patterns shall be used as a representative one so that the scenario is converted into scenario 1.
Discussion point 3
Does RAN1 need to ask for RAN2 feedback on the feasibility of taking into account the sensing parameters into SL DRX configuration?
In response to the potential mismatch between DRX ON duration and partial sensing setting, DRX configuration could take the sensing parameters into account so as to maintain the power saving effects brought up by DRX configuration. This view was also mentioned in companies’ feedback during the previous meeting. 
Discussion point 4
Is DRX configuration supposed to have an impact on the data reception?
FFS any restriction to determine Y candidate slots (including its relationship with SL-DRX)


For phase 1 discussion, a moderator summary capturing companies’ views as well as a few key questions with respect to potential RAN1 concerns is provided as above.
Due to the consideration that the email thread is scoped into the LS reply draft conditioned on the outcome of the SL DRX related topics in the email thread [104b-e-NR-R17-Sidelink-01] Email discussion on resource allocation for power saving, companies raised concerns on the potential duplicated work of providing feedback to the questions therein. Moreover, it's mentioned by some companies that the email thread should focus on the reply only instead of touching technical discussions. 
During phase 2 discussion, following companies’ thought as to the potential different interpretation of the RAN2 WA was mentioned in the reply. 
	· When SL DRX is configured/determined, it should take into account of UE’s sensing operation
· When UE is performing the sensing operation, it should take into account of the configured SL DRX
· It should be jointly considered between the configuration of SL DRX and UE’s sensing operation
· It's up to UE implementation.


In the meantime, companies shared different views as to the following directions of handling the LS reply.
Alt 1: Postpone this LS reply (DCM, Xiaomi, Ericsson, Apple, Qualcomm, MTK, Nokia, Panasonic, Intel(first preference), Huawei, Lenovo/MM)
Alt 2: Reply to RAN2 ‘RAN1 has discussed sensing in DRX inactive time and needs more time to have consensus (DCM, Xiaomi, Ericsson, Nokia, Panasonic, Intel(OK))
Alt 3: Ask for RAN2's clarification among the listed interpretations (CATT, OPPO, Samsung, ZTE, vivo, Huawei(Further discussion before an LS with such content))
	1. When SL DRX is configured/determined, it should take into account of UE’s sensing operation,
2. When UE is performing the sensing operation, it should take into account of the configured SL DRX, or
3. It should be jointly considered between the configuration of SL DRX and UE’s sensing operation.
4. It’s up to UE implementation.


Alt 4: Ask for RAN2's clarfication among the four listed interpretations together with the RAN1 concerns/confusion with each listed interpretation (ZTE)
During the discussion, one company raised another discussion point related to DRX
The SL DRX refer to the SL DRX of TX UE (i.e., the sensing UE) or RX UE.
With the above position of companies, the following moderator's proposal and observation were provided.
Alt 1/Alt 2 is majority view, Alt 1 is preferred by some companies among the advocates. Given the principle of controlling the LS reply and trusting the internal RAN1 & RAN2 communication company wise, Alt 1 is pursued, i.e. this LS reply is postponed.
Regarding whether there should be any further discussion on this for this meeting, though several companies are open to discuss related aspects regarding the potential interpretations listed in Alt.3 under this thread, but even with this discussion,it's moderator and majority view that agreement will be made under 8.11.1.1 supposedly during later meetings. It may be better we resume the discussion at due time to avoid duplicated discussions, which is also favored by some companies.

Conclusion
There is no consensus on the reply for this topic, hopefully the LS reply could be finalized next meeting conditioned on the progress of the SL DRX topic under the agenda 8.11.1.1
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