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Introduction
In this document, rapporteur provides review report on user plane corrections in AI 7.15.3.
The list of corrections 
1. Correction on SL CSI Reporting 
	Tdoc
	Title
	Company
	Corrections & Proposal
	Rapporteur’s review

	R2-2404217
	Correction on SL CSI reporting MAC CE
	Huawei
	Proposal 1: Add one general statement "The SL-CSI reporting MAC CE can only be transmitted on the carrier where the SL-CSI request is received".

Proposal 2: For the per carrier behaviour for SL CSI reporting timer/ SL CSI reporting MAC CE generation procedure, RAN2 to choose between normative texts (e.g. based on TP1 in Annex) or a NOTE.

Proposal 3: Add normative texts for carrier selection if there is no SL grant in the carrier where SL CSI reporting request is received, based on e.g. TP2 in Annex.

Proposal 4: The CBR threshold is not applied (or leave it to UE implementation) for the carrier (re)selection triggered by SL CSI reporting MAC CE.

Proposal 5: To capture the correct UE behaviour for LCP, RAN2 to choose between normative texts (e.g. based on TP3 in Annex) or placing the general statement of Proposal 1 in 5.22.1.4.1 "Logical channel prioritization".
	The companies' suggestions regarding carrier selection-related corrections for CSI Reporting MAC CE can be briefly summarized as follows:

1. Carrier selection procedure is required for CSI Reporting MAC CE
1.1. carrier selection for SL CSI Reporting MAC CE

- whether carrier CBR behavior is required or not. 

- in case of supporting the carrier CBR behaviour, whether CBR threshold can be associated with the CSI Reporting MAC CE’s priority.  

1.2. pool selection for SL CSI Reporting MAC CE
2. Carrier selection procedure is not required for CSI Reporting MAC CE
- Add one general statement "The SL-CSI reporting MAC CE can only be transmitted on the carrier where the SL-CSI request is received".
3. Capture UE behavior in LCP
4. sl-CSI-ReportTimer per carrier 
5. sl-CSI-ReportTimer per PC5 RRC connection

There are different opinions among companies, so discussion is needed.



	R2-2404357
	Correction on Sidelink CSI reporting MAC CE
	LG
	Proposal 1. Carrier selection procedure for SL CSI Reporting MAC CE is specified in 5.22.1.11.

Proposal 2. RAN2 agrees to the TP in the annex.
	

	R2-2404358
	Discussion on CSI report for Carrier Aggregation
	SHARP
	Proposal 1: a TP above is proposed to align the agreement, i.e. option 2.

Proposal 2: RAN2 not to pursue the enhancement of carrier reselection by SL CSI report MAC CE.
	

	R2-2404385
	SL CSI report
	Nokia
	Proposal 1: The UE triggers a TX carrier selection by SL CSI report and selects the carrier where the corresponding SL CSI report is triggered for transmission of SL CSI reporting MAC CE. 

Proposal 2: SL CSI reporting MAC CE is transmitted only when the CBR condition is met on the selected carrier. 

Observation 1: In the current specification, CBR threshold is associated with the LCH priority.

Observation 2: In the current specification, there is no LCH priority configured for a MAC CE including the SL CSI reporting MAC CE.

Proposal 3: For CBR threshold used for transmission of SL CSI reporting MAC CE, RAN2 decided one of two options:

-
Option B. The UE picks a LCH priority for the SL CSI reporting MAC CE for purpose of CBR determination on the carrier, and uses the CBR threshold associated with the LCH priority.

-
Option C. Configure a CBR threshold associated with the SL CSI reporting MAC CE directly, i.e., without the need of LCH priority.

Proposal 4: RAN2 decide whether one CBR threshold is sufficient for SL CSI reporting MAC CE. 

Proposal 5: In clause 5.22.1.7, sl-CSI-ReportTimer is maintained per carrier.
	

	R2-2404575
	Correction on TS 38.321 for SL
	Xiaomi
	Proposal 1: Do not pursue any change on LCP procedure due to per carrier CSI reporting. 

Proposal 2: Do not pursue any change on carrier (re)selection due to per carrier CSI reporting. 

Proposal 3: CSI latency timer should be maintained per carrier due to per carrier CSI reporting. 

Proposal 4: RAN2 to agree with TP1 in Annex.
	

	R2-2405232
	Discussion on specification impact on SL CSI report
	ZTE
	Proposal 1
In clause 5.22.1.7, capture RAN2 agreement “The SL-CSI reporting MAC CE can only be transmitted on the carrier where the SL CSI request is received” into normative text and remove NOTE2, adopt the TP-1 in annex.

Proposal 2
Except P1, it’s suggested to discuss following options for carrier (re)selection:

Option1: No specification change;

Option2: Leave it to UE implementation and capture it as a Note, full specification change can be seen in clause 5.2;

Option3: Follow carrier/pool (re-)selection for LCH, select the carrier where the SL CSI request is received and the associated pool of resources, if the CBR of the carrier is below the CBR threshold.

Proposal 3
If option3 is agreed in P2, the CBR threshold is determined based on the priority of SL-CSI reporting MAC CE. Full specification change can be seen in clause 5.2.

Proposal 4
No need to introduce new carrier re-selection condition(s) for SL-CSI reporting.

Proposal 5
Except P1, if companies have concerns, capture “It’s left to UE implementation on only takes into consideration the SL-CSI reporting MAC CE only triggered on the carrier where the SCI is transmitted” as a NOTE  in clause 5.22.1.4.1.2., full specification change can be seen in clause 5.4.

Proposal 6
Except P1, it’s suggested to discuss the following options for CSI report procedure granularity:

Option1: No specification change

Option2: Capture “It’s left to UE implementation on whether maintain the sl-CSI-ReportTimer per carrier” as a NOTE in clause 5.22.1.7, full specification change can be seen in clause 5.4

Option3: Adopt per carrier SL CSI report timer and procedure ,full specification change can be seen in clause 5.4

Proposal 7
Except P1, it’s suggested to discuss following options for SL-CSI reporting MAC generation:

Option1: No specification change

Option1: Leave it to UE implementation and capture it as a Note, full specification change can be seen in clause 5.5

Option2: Modify the normative text to restrict UE behaviour that UE will generate the SL-CSI reporting MAC CE if the MAC entity has SL resources allocated for new transmission on the carrier where the corresponding SL-CSI request is received, full specification change can be seen in clause 5.5

Proposal 8
If more than one of P2-6 are agreed, one NOTE is used to capture the corresponding UE implementation. Details can be left to MAC. Detailed wording is up to MAC rapporteur.

Proposal 9
RAN2 is suggested to discuss whether LS to RAN1 is needed to inform them about the RAN2’s agreement on SL-CSI report. And if it’s needed, adopt the draft LS in Annex.
	


2. Re-evaluation/Pre-emption for MCSt 
	Tdoc
	Title
	Company
	Corrections & Proposal
	Rapporteur’s review

	R2-2404169
	Left issues on MAC
	OPPO
	Proposal 2
R2 not pursue P2 in R2-2403047.
	At the RAN2#125bis meeting, delta issues were raised regarding which slots would be used for re-evaluation and preemption of MCSt, resulting in a postponement of its conclusion. 
At the time of R16 discussion, regarding re-evaluation and pre-emption checking, the general understanding of MAC layer operation was that MAC layer selects resources for re-evaluation and pre-emption checking based on MAC layer’s implementation and indicates the resources to the physical layer. So, this behavior (i.e. MAC layer’s implementation behaviour) was not captured in the MAC spec due to the general understanding. In other words, even if SL-U, this general understanding does not change and no decision is needed other than adding a note similar to NOTE3A.

	R2-2404210
	Remaining issue on Re-evaluation/Pre-emption for MCSt
	CATT
	Proposal 1: Specify how MAC entity shall determine the number of consecutive slots used for re-evaluation or pre-emption in the MCSt case by down-selecting the following two options:

Option 1: Only the resources in the first slot or the resources in all the slots of the Multi-consecutive slots transmission shall be re-evaluated or checked for pre-emption; 

Option 2: Only the resources in the first or last M consecutive slots shall be re-evaluated or checked for pre-emption.

Proposal 2: Specify the agreed option in Proposal 1 via normative texts in subclause 5.22.1.2a in MAC Spec.
	

	R2-2404218
	MAC corrections for SL evolution
	Huawei
	Proposal 3: It is suggested to add “it is up to UE implementation where to perform Re-evaluation and Pre-emption for the chose consecutive slots for Multi-consecutive slots transmission" in the same new NOTE similar as NOTE 3Ae.


	

	R2-2404575
	Correction on TS 38.321 for SL
	Xiaomi
	Proposal 5: RAN2 to agree the resources in the first M or last M consecutive slots can be re-evaluated or checked for pre-emption. It is up to UE implementation to determine M. 

Proposal 6: RAN2 to agree with TP2 in Annex.
	

	R2-2404892
	Discussion on re-evaluation and pre-emption check for MCSt
	vivo
	*Re-evaluation/Pre-emption check for MCSt of single TB*

Proposal 1a. For MCSt of single TB, it is up to UE implementation to perform re-evaluation/pre-emption check per slot, per subset of the N_(slot,MCSt)-slot MCSt resource or for all the slots of the N_(slot,MCSt)-slot MCSt resource at once.

Proposal 1b. Add a note in TS 38.321 for proposal 1a as TP1.

*Re-evaluation/Pre-emption check for general MCSt*
Observation 1. The R2#124 agreement that the UE still retransmits the TB which has been successfully transmitted is based on the fact that the UE has succeeded in LBT to occupy the channel.

Observation 2. The R2#124 agreement that the UE still retransmits the TB which has been successfully transmitted has already implied that the UE should use the retransmission resource even if it is to be pre-empted by other UE’s reserved resource, i.e. the UE does not reselect resource upon reception of the pre-emption indication for the retransmission resource of the successful transmitted TB within MCSt.

Observation 3. Re-evaluation/pre-emption check for MCSt should also consider the LBT result of the anterior slots within the MCSt.

Proposal 2a. For Multi-consecutive slots transmission on unlicensed band, if the UE succeeds in LBT for any anterior slot within the MCSt, the MAC layer does not perform resource reselection upon reception of the re-evaluation/pre-emption indication from the PHY layer for the remaining slots within the MCSt for maintaining the channel occupancy.

Proposal 2b. Adopt the TP2 in TS 38.321 for proposal 2a.
	


3. PSFCH occasions for SL-U 
	Tdoc
	Title
	Company
	Corrections & Proposal
	Rapporteur’s review

	R2-2404169
	Left issues on MAC
	OPPO
	Essentially, the PSFCH resource imbalance comes from two aspects, 1) the PSFCH resource allocation for different PSFCH occasion, 2) the PSFCH resource allocation for different RB sets. I.e., if the network configuration leads to different number of PSFCH resource for different PSFCH-occasion/RB-set, the proposals above is necessary. However, it seems not motivated to adopt such kind of configuration, i.e., it is more reasonable to configure same number of PSFCH resource across different PSFCH-occasion/RB-set.

Proposal 1 R2 not pursue P6 and P7 in R2-2402643.
	When discussing this issue at the last 125bis meeting, there were many opinions that preferred to resolve it with NW implementation (i.e. NW can configure same number of candidate PSFCH resource for different PSFCH occasions). In #126, several opinions were submitted in favor of a solution using NW implementation, and Rapporteur also prefers using NW implementation to solve this issue.

	R2-2404218
	MAC corrections for SL evolution
	Huawei
	Proposal 2: No spec impact is needed as such issue can be avoided by NW implementation (i.e. NW can configure same number of candidate PSFCH resource for different PSFCH occasions).
	

	R2-2405228
	On group size and PSFCH occasions for SL-U
	Nokia
	Proposal 1: RAN2 not to pursue any enhancements on HARQ feedback option selection or re-transmission selection based on group size provided by upper layer.

Proposal 2: If RAN2 agrees that a change is needed, RAN2 should instead look to differentiate the wording “candidate PSFCH resource” for group size comparison to be the number of PSFCH sets.
	

	R2-2405231
	Discussion on remaining issues on user plane for SL evo
	ZTE
	Proposal 4
It’s up to UE implementation to determine the number of candidate PSFCH resources, and adopt the TP-4 in annex clause.
	


4. SL LBT Failure Reporting
	Tdoc
	Title
	Company
	Corrections & Proposal
	Rapporteur’s review

	R2-2404218
	MAC corrections for SL evolution
	Huawei
	Proposal 1: RAN2 to discuss the following options to ensure that SL LBT failures are able to be reported:

· To define the start point for evaluating “SL LBT failure MAC CE(s) has not been generated”. The corresponding TP is provided in Annex – TP1 (option 1).

· UE evaluates whether the SL LBT failure MAC CE for a certain RB set has not been generated, and consider SL LBT failure MAC CE for the RB set has not been generated after the SL C-LBT failure is recovered. The corresponding TP is provided in Annex – TP2 (option 2).
	When SL C-LBT Failure is triggered in multiple RB sets at different times, the UE behavior of whether to transmit to one MAC CE or to a different MAC CE is not described in the MAC spec. It seems to be a UE implementation issue. Moreover, TP2 seems reasonable in terms of more clearly describing UE behavior for the generation of the SL C-LBT Failure MAC CE. 
However, “(s)” seems to be necessary to cover the transmission of MAC CEs for multiple RB sets.
TP2:
The MAC entity shall:

1>
if SL consistent LBT failure has been triggered, and not cancelled, in the RB set(s), and SL LBT failure MAC CE for the RB set(s) has not been generated;

2>
if the sl-LBT-RecoveryTimer for the triggered SL consistent LBT failure is not running:

3>
start the sl-LBT-RecoveryTimer.
2>
if UL-SCH resources are available for a new transmission and the UL-SCH resources can accommodate the SL LBT failure MAC CE plus its subheader as a result of logical channel prioritization according to clause 5.4.3.1:
3>
instruct the Multiplexing and Assembly procedure in clause 5.4.3 to generate the SL LBT failure MAC CE.

	R2-2404497
	Discussion on remaining UP issues
	Ericsson
	Observation 1
For the same pending transmissions, in case consistent LBT failure is detected consecutively on multiple RB sets, it is expected that these consistent LBT failure occur closely in time.

Observation 2
Newly triggered failure event after recovery on the same RB set will not be blocked by a previously triggered failure event.

Observation 3
A proper recovery timer setting can ensure that a failure event on RB set 2 is not blocked by a failure event on RB set 1.

Observation 4
For either of the two options proposed in R2-2402391, a new issue would be incurred i.e., it is unclear that MAC entity shall build the same MAC CE comprising all failure events or different MAC CEs for each failure event respectively, if there are consistent LBT failure occurred on multiple RB sets (close in time).
Proposal 1
For SL LBT failure report in case of Mode 2, no further spec change is pursued.
	


5. Other proposals & corrections 
	Tdoc
	Title
	Company
	Corrections & Proposal
	Rapporteur’s review

	R2-2404169
	Left issues on MAC
	OPPO
	Proposal 3
For co-configuration of IUC scheme-1 and Co-Ex, revise TS 38.321 clause 5.22.1.1, so that for preferred-resource + full-sensing case, UE firstly select resource, following the additional requirement for Co-Ex, within the intersection between IUC preferred resource and full sensing resource candidates reported by lower layer, if available. Otherwise (if no available resource in the intersection), UE perform resource selection by ignoring IUC preferred resource filtering.
Proposal 4
For co-configuration of IUC scheme-2 and Co-Ex, revise TS 38.321 clause 5.22.1.2b, so that UE select resource within the full sensing resource candidates reported by lower layer following the additional requirement for Co-Ex, by excluding the conflict resource(s) for the removed resource.
	Considering the LS of RAN1, Rapporteur's understanding is that the following UE behaviours can be additionally specified as UE operations (base on existing Co-Ex texts) when IUC is supported.
- case of scheme 1’s preferred resource 

- case of scheme 1’s non-preferred resource

- case of scheme 2’s conflict resource



	R2-2404218
	MAC corrections for SL evolution
	Huawei
	Observation 3: Both UE capability of maximum number of carriers and maximum bandwidth should be considered in the procedure of Tx carriers (re-)selection.

Proposal 4: When the MAC entity selects carrier(s) among the candidate carriers with increasing order of CBR from the lowest CBR, it can skip CCs that would cause the aggregated bandwidth to exceed UE capability once selected, and continue with selecting carriers among other candidate carriers with increasing order of CBR.

Proposal 5: If proposal 4 is agreed, RAN2 to adopt TP3 for TS 38.321.
	According to rapporteur’s understanding, proposal doesn’t seem to be needed.

Determining the SL CA-related carrier set is the first behavior that the UE should perform considering its capabilities (i.e., UE capability of maximum number of carriers and maximum bandwidth), and selecting the carrier used to generate a sidelink grant is allowed without any restrictions within this determined carrier set. This is the basic assumption of R18 SL-CA operation. For example, determining CC#1/2/3 as the SL CA-related carrier set means that there should be no problem in terms of UE capability even if the UE performs simultaneous transmission using the SL grant generated based on each carrier at the same time in CC#1/2/3.

	R2-2404319
	Discussion on remaining issue of TS 38.321
	NEC
	Proposal 1
Not support the feature of LTE Uu control NR sidelink for both SL-U and SL-CA.

Proposal 2
It is suggested to agree the corresponding TP1 and TP2.
	According to the UE features delivered by RAN1 to RAN2, this feature (i.e., LTE Uu control NR sidelink) is also supported in R17. However, it needs to discuss whether this feature will be supported in R18. This feature is already supported in R16/R17, so if there are no critical problems, Rapporteur prefers that this feature be supported in R18 as well.

	R2-2404320
	Clarification on SL DRX RTT timer for SL-U
	SHARP
	For the case when PSFCH is configured for the SL grant and HARQ-ACK is dynamically disabled by the indication in the SCI, if the SCI indicates no retransmission resource(s), UE starts SL DRX RTT timer with respect to the PSFCH occasion as well. While operations for the case when numPSFCHOccasions is configured are not captured yet, shown as following.

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.
Therefore, the following TP#1 is proposed.
TS38.321, clause 5.28.2 (TP#1)

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>
if numPSFCHOccasions is configured as specified in TS 38.331 [5]:

6>
start the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer for the corresponding Sidelink process in the first slot after the end of the last PSFCH occasion.

5>
else:
6>
start the sl-drx-HARQ-RTT-Timer for the corresponding Sidelink process in the slot following the end of PSFCH resource.
	The correction (i.e., missing parts) makes sense. 

	R2-2404496
	Correction to resource selection for LTE-NR cochannel scenario
	Ericsson
	In the current MAC spec version, LTE and NR co-channel coexistence bas been specified as the below 

The UE MAC first determines an amount of frequency resources as in yellow (Step 0)
Step 0: 

4>
select an amount of frequency resources within the range, if configured by RRC, between sl-MinSubChannelNumPSSCH and sl-MaxSubchannelNumPSSCH 

…………………………….
After this, the MAC layer further performs actions in green (Step 1).

Step 1: 

5>
if sl-NRPSSCH-EUTRA-ThresRSRP-List is configured by the RRC:

6>
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 and 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;

7>
when SCS of NR SL is (pre-)configured as μ = 1:

8>
select the time and frequency resources in the first of NR SL slots overlapping with an LTE SL subframe;

8>
may additionally select the time and frequency resources in the subsequent NR SL slot overlapping with the LTE SL subframe.

It means that the MAC layer selects the frequency resources according to the determined amount in Step 0.

After this, the MAC entity further performs actions in below Step 2.
Step 2: 

7>
when SCS of NR SL is (pre-)configured as μ = 1:

8>
select the time and frequency resources in the first of NR SL slots overlapping with an LTE SL subframe;

8>
may additionally select the time and frequency resources in the subsequent NR SL slot overlapping with the LTE SL subframe.

In Step 2, the MAC selects additonl resources in at least one NR SL slots (overlapping with LTE subframe). In this case, the total amount of the frequency resources selected by the MAC would be equal to the below formula

the initially determined amount (of frequency resources) + n (n>=1)
which would be overshot, (i.e., > sl-MaxSubchannelNumPSSCH ).
Based on discussion in [POST125][102][V2XSL] MAC CR update (LG),

The correct behaviors should be

When μ is 0, the UE should perform the action captured in 6> 

when μ is 1, the UE should perform the actions captured in the two bullets 8
	The correction seems correct. Companies’ check is needed for the corrections.

	R2-2404575
	Correction on TS 38.321 for SL
	Xiaomi
	Proposal 7: RAN2 to agree to delete the corresponding description on sl-lbt-FailureDetectionTimer upon BWP deactivation.

Proposal 8: RAN2 to agree with TP3 in Annex.
1>
if the BWP is deactivated:

2>
not transmit SL-BCH on the BWP, if configured;

2>
not transmit S-PSS and S-SSS on the BWP, if configured;

2>
not transmit PSCCH on the BWP;

2>
not transmit SL-PRS on the BWP;

2>
not transmit SL-SCH on the BWP;

2>
not receive PSFCH on the BWP, if configured;

2>
not receive SL-BCH on the BWP, if configured;

2>
not receive S-PSS and S-SSS on the BWP, if configured;

2>
not receive PSCCH on the BWP;

2>
not receive SL-PRS on the BWP;

2>
not receive SL-SCH on the BWP;

2>
not transmit PSFCH on the BWP, if configured;

2>
suspend any configured sidelink grant of configured grant Type 1;

2>
clear any configured sidelink grant of configured grant Type 2;

2>
cancel, if any, triggered Scheduling Request procedure for sidelink;

2>
cancel, if any, triggered Sidelink Buffer Status Reporting procedure;

2>
cancel, if any, triggered Sidelink CSI Reporting procedure;

2>
cancel, if any, triggered Sidelink DRX Command MAC CE;

2>
cancel, if any, triggered Sidelink IUC-Request transmission procedure;

2>
cancel, if any, triggered Sidelink IUC-Information Reporting procedure;

2>
cancel, if any, triggered Sidelink consistent LBT failure;


	If there are no major issues, Rapporteur prefers to keep the current text, and if modification is needed, rather than deleting the text, RAN2 can consider the option of aligning it with Uu text as shown below:

5.15.2
Sidelink
In addition to clause 16 of TS 38.213 [6], this clause specifies requirements on BWP operation for sidelink.

The MAC entity is configured with at most a single SL BWP per sidelink carrier where sidelink transmission and reception are performed.

For a BWP, the MAC entity shall:

1>
if the BWP is activated:

2>
transmit SL-BCH on the BWP, if configured;

2>
transmit S-PSS and S-SSS on the BWP, if configured;
2>
transmit PSCCH on the BWP;

2>
transmit SL-PRS on the BWP;

2>
transmit SL-SCH on the BWP;

2>
receive PSFCH on the BWP, if configured;

2>
receive S-PSS and S-SSS on the BWP, if configured;
2>
receive SL-BCH on the BWP, if configured;

2>
receive PSCCH on the BWP;

2>
receive SL-PRS on the BWP;

2>
receive SL-SCH on the BWP;

2>
transmit PSFCH on the BWP, if configured;

2>
(re-)initialize any suspended configured sidelink grant of configured grant Type 1.

2>
if sl-lbt-FailureRecoveryConfig is configured:

3>
stop the sl-lbt-FailureDetectionTimer for all RB sets in the SL BWP, if running.
3>
set SL_LBT_COUNTER to 0 for all RB sets in the SL BWP;

3>
monitors SL LBT failure indications from lower layers as specified in clause 5.31.2.

1>
if the BWP is deactivated:

2>
not transmit SL-BCH on the BWP, if configured;

2>
not transmit S-PSS and S-SSS on the BWP, if configured;

2>
not transmit PSCCH on the BWP;

2>
not transmit SL-PRS on the BWP;

2>
not transmit SL-SCH on the BWP;

2>
not receive PSFCH on the BWP, if configured;

2>
not receive SL-BCH on the BWP, if configured;

2>
not receive S-PSS and S-SSS on the BWP, if configured;

2>
not receive PSCCH on the BWP;

2>
not receive SL-PRS on the BWP;

2>
not receive SL-SCH on the BWP;

2>
not transmit PSFCH on the BWP, if configured;

2>
suspend any configured sidelink grant of configured grant Type 1;

2>
clear any configured sidelink grant of configured grant Type 2;

2>
cancel, if any, triggered Scheduling Request procedure for sidelink;

2>
cancel, if any, triggered Sidelink Buffer Status Reporting procedure;

2>
cancel, if any, triggered Sidelink CSI Reporting procedure;

2>
cancel, if any, triggered Sidelink DRX Command MAC CE;

2>
cancel, if any, triggered Sidelink IUC-Request transmission procedure;

2>
cancel, if any, triggered Sidelink IUC-Information Reporting procedure;

2>
cancel, if any, triggered Sidelink consistent LBT failure

.
Companies’ check are needed.

	R2-2404838
	Correction on Release-18 Sidelink evolution
	LG
	*Correction in #125bis POST email*

- 1~14
* New correction for #126*

15. “sl-BWP-PoolConfigA2X or sl-BWP-PoolConfigCommonA2X, if configured or SL-PRS dedicated resource pool, if configured” was missed in the pool selection of section 5.22.1.11.

16. In section 5.22.1.11, the ";" in "4> consider the carrier as a candidate carrier for TX carrier (re-)selection, for each carrier configured by upper layers on which the sidelink logical channel is allowed.;" should be deleted.
17. RAN1 agreement (LS on updating RAN1 agreement about minimum time gap Z, R1-2403588) is captured in section 5.22.1.1. And intended field is NOT sl-candidatePSFCH-Occasions (which is neither defined in RAN1 higher layer parameter list nor used in RAN1 specs) but sl-NumPSFCH-Occasions.
	Among the new correction (15~17), there are no technical corrections and the corrections can be agreeable.

	R2-2405231
	Discussion on remaining issues on user plane for SL evo
	ZTE
	Proposal 1
If legacy carrier is indicated to be used by upper layer, UE should select legacy carrier directly without taking the CBR restriction into account, and adopt the TP-1.

Proposal 2
Add the parameter of sl-AllowedCarriers in the clause 5.22.1.4.1.1 to align the description in RRC and MAC specification, and adopt the TP-2.

Proposal 3
Delete the description of carrier mapping restrictions for destination selection if the UE is configured with SL relay discovery or A2X communication related resource pool, correct typo, and adopt the TP-3.

Proposal 5
Add “associated to the LCID” in sidelink RLC entity establishment clause, agree the draft CR-4 in Annex.
	P1 and P2, make sense. Companies’ check is needed.
P3 seems to be a CR that needs to be handled by relay WI.
The P5 can be handled by the RLC CR rapporteur.


	R2-2405698
	Discussion on carrier selection for SL MAC CE(s)
	LG
	Proposal 1. Carrier selection procedure for SL MAC CE(s) (i.e., SL CSI Reporting MAC CE, SL DRX Command MAC CE, SL IUC Request/Information MAC CE) is specified in 5.22.1.11.

Proposal 1-1. UE selects a carrier on which the SL IUC Request was received as a carrier for transmission of a SL IUC Information MAC CE.

Proposal 1-2. Carrier selection of SL IUC Request MAC CE, Condition based SL IUC Information MAC CE and SL DRX command MAC CE uses the same procedure as the carrier selection procedure of logical channel data.
	According to the current MAC spec, the UE cannot generate a grant for MAC CE because the carrier selection procedure for MAC CE transmission is not supported (i.e., Supports only carrier selection procedures for logical channel data). In other words, a carrier selection procedure should be defined so that the UE can generate a grant for MAC CE transmission. So, RAN2 can discuss the carrier selection procedures for SL MAC CE(s).


Conclusion

