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1. Introduction
· This is the summary of below offline discussion. 
[AT119-e][508][V2X/SL] 38.331 corrections (Huawei)
	Scope: Discuss proposed corrections in R2-2208053, R2-2207016, R2-2207213, R2-2207281, R2-2207523, R2-2207524, R2-2208692, R2-2207760, and R2-2208283 (including need of corrections and detailed wordings). Note corrections that are related to the discussion in [AT119-e][509] will not be discussed. Merge agreeable corrections in a CR as much as possible (we can have separate CR for big change in NBC). 
	Intended outcome: 38.331 CR in R2-2208850 and discussion summary in R2-2208851 (if needed). Email approval. 
Deadline: 8/23 13:00 (UTC)
· Covered contributions: 
R2-2208053	Miscellaneous corrections on TS 38.331 for SL enhancements	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.1.0	3348	-	F	NR_SL_enh-Core
R2-2207016	Correction for SL DRX	OPPO	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.1.0	3206	-	F	NR_SL_enh-Core
R2-2207213	Corrections on RRC for SL enhancements	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.1.0	3233	-	F	NR_SL_enh-Core
R2-2207281	Error handling on PC5	MediaTek Inc.	discussion	Rel-17
R2-2207523	Corrections on the reception of RRCReconfigurationSidelink message	CATT	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.1.0	3274	-	F	NR_SL_enh-Core
R2-2207524	Corrections on the transmission of SidelinkUEInformationNR message	CATT	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.1.0	3275	-	F	NR_SL_enh-Core
R2-2207587	Corrections of 38.331 on RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink	Ericsson	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.1.0	3288	-	F	NR_SL_enh-Core
=> Revised in R2-2208692
R2-2208692	Corrections of 38.331 on RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink	Ericsson	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.1.0	3288	1	F	NR_SL_enh-Core
R2-2207760	Miscellaneous corrections on TS 38.331 for NR sidelink	Xiaomi	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.1.0	3308	-	F	NR_SL_enh-Core
R2-2208283	Control plane correction on NR Sidelink enhancements	LG Electronics France	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.1.0	3396	-	F	5G_V2X_NRSL-Core
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	Min Wang
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	Xuelong Wang
	MediaTek 
	xuelong.wang@mediatek.com

	Jakob Buthler
	Nokia
	Jakob.buthler@nokia.com

	ShiJie
	CATT
	shijie@catt.cn

	Jing Han
	Lenovo
	hanjing8@lenovo.com

	Martino Freda
	InterDigital
	martino.freda@interdigital.com

	Ansab Ali
	Intel Corp
	ansab.ali@intel.com



2. Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk103023256]2.1 For changes in R2-2208053
2.1.1 Changes in clause 5.8.3.2 and 5.8.3.3:
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/////////////////////////////////////
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Q1: Would you company agree the above changes?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Huawei, HiSilicon/RRC Rapp
	Agree (proponent)
	1.	In clause 5.8.3.2, the description on the initiation condition of one TX UE reporting sidelink DRX configuration reject information is missing. In clause 5.8.3.3, the description on the procedure of one TX UE reporting sidelink DRX configuration reject information and DRX on/off indication are missing. The approved procedural texts are not captured in spec, which was caused by potential clashes between approved CRs during spec implementation.

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Intention agreeable, but change to be revised
	The NW capability can be put into second level.
Mode-1 restriction is missing
[image: ]
The change to 5.8.3.3 is not complete (reception => transmission, remove “r17”, add “List” suffix
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	Ericsson
	agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree with comments
	1.	In clause 5.8.3.2, Mode-1 restriction is missing.
2. In clause 5.8.3.3, share the same view with OPPO.

	Qualcomm
	Agree with comment.
	Agree with OPPO’s changes.
Additionally, minor rewording for the following statement 3>.
[image: ]
Rewording: 
3> if the UE received a sidelink RX assistance information or a sidelink DRX configuration reject information from the associated peer UE for NR sidleink unicast transmission.

	Apple
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree with comments
	In line with 5.8.3.3, the “if” condition in 5.8.3.2 should be “if sl-DRX-ConfigCommonGC-BC is included in SIB12-IEs and UE is configured with sl-ScheduledConfig:”. The second part is missing.

	MediaTek
	Agree
	Agree with OPPO’s changes.

	Nokia
	Agree
	Can accept revisions also

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	Agree with OPPO’s changes.

	InterDigital
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	We are fine with the changes proposed by OPPO


[Summary] Changes in R2-2208053 for clause 5.8.3.2 and 5.8.3.3 are agreeable to all companies. The actual wording, and addition of Mode-1 restriction will be done in CR review. 
[Proposal 1] Changes in R2-2208053 for clause 5.8.3.2 and 5.8.3.3 are agreeable (further rewording, addition of Mode-1 restriction to be done in CR review). 

2.1.2 2nd change on the three priority parameters: 
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Q2: Would you company agree the 2nd change?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Huawei, HiSilicon/RRC Rapp
	Agree (proponent)
	The online agreement is 
· Keep those parameters to use them in sensing and candidate resource selections in PHY and use the fixed value “1” for IUC and IUC REQ MAC CE in MAC LCP. 

The current changes on FD are strictly following RAN1 LS texts, also fixing two MAC CE priority value as "1". 

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	InterDigital
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	


[Summary] All companies can accept the FD modification on the priority values. Consider the parallel discussion on the RAN2 reflector, the residual issue might be to discuss, if needed, where to specify (RRC or MAC) use the fixed value “1” for IUC and IUC REQ MAC CE in MAC LCP. 
[Proposal 2] Field description change on the three priority parameters are agreeable. 
2.1.3 3rd change on the “missing” delta parameter in clause 6.3.5: 
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Q3: Would you company agree the above changes on the missing delta RSRP threshold parameter?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Huawei, HiSilicon/RRC Rapp
	Agree (proponent)
	the online agreement on the related proposal is:
· Agreed. We can also add something like “RAN2 assumes the same value range as normal RSRP. We would like to ask RAN1 confirmation” in the LS. 

The proposed delta value range is the same as for another RSRP threshold value range sl-ThresholdRSRP-Condition1-B-1-r17. 

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Disagree
	Should wait for R1 reply

	Ericsson
	comments
	Changes are ok, but anyway we need to wait for RAN1 confirmation.

	ZTE
	Agree
	Or we can wait for RAN1 reply.

	Qualcomm
	Comment
	It’s better to wait for RAN1’s response to the LS.

	Apple
	Disagree
	It is possible that the threshold is compared in the unit of dB, not in dBm. So, let us wait for RAN1 reply LS.

	vivo
	comments
	Better to wait for RAN1 confirmation. Also, adding missing parameter is a funcational NBC change, and thus we think the change is better to be captured in a separate CR after receiving RAN1 replies.

	MediaTek
	
	Maybe wait for RAN1 reply

	Nokia
	Disagree
	Should wait for R1 reply

	CATT
	Disagree
	RAN2 can wait for RAN1 reply.

	Lenovo
	Comments
	Better to wait for RAN1 confirmation

	InterDigital
	comments
	We have an LS to RAN1 for this, so we should wait for reply before making the changes.

	Intel
	
	We are fine to go with the majority on this, i.e. wait for RAN1 response


  [Summary] According the discussion on LS to RAN1, it is obvious we can wait for RAN1 guideline. 
[Proposal 3] Wait for RAN1 reply regarding changes on the missing delta RSRP threshold parameter.
2.1.4 4th change on FD for sl-OptionForCondition2-A-1: 
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Q4: Would you company agree the fourth change ?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Huawei, HiSilicon/RRC Rapp
	Agree (proponent)
	3.	In clause 6.3.5，for field sl-OptionForCondition2-A-1-r17 within IE SL-InterUE-CoordinationScheme2-r17, it is not clearly specified what threshold values to be used when sl-OptionForCondition2-A-1-r17 is "0". The description on the threshold delta value deltaRSRPThresh as specified in TS 38.213 is missing in TS 38.331 for the case when sl-OptionForCondition2-A-1-r17 is "1".


	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Disagree
	Since this is related to delta-RSRP threshold which is pending R1 reply, suggest to wait.

	Ericsson
	disagree
	Changes are ok, but as OPPO said, we need to wait for RAN1 confirmation.

	ZTE
	Agree
	Or we can wait for RAN1 reply.

	Qualcomm
	Comment
	It’s better to wait for RAN1’s response to the LS.

	Apple
	See comment
	The text change seems acceptable…but we still need to align this with RAN1’s LS for whatever guidance provided in the reply LS. So, let us just wait a few more days.

	vivo
	comments
	Intention is agreeable, but prefer depending on outcome of [AT119-e][507] and waiting for RAN1 confirmation.

	MediaTek
	
	wait for RAN1’s response to the LS

	Nokia
	Disagree
	Wait for RAN1

	CATT
	Disagree
	Same as Q3, wait for RAN1 reply.

	Lenovo
	Comments
	Better to wait for RAN1 confirmation

	InterDigital
	Comments
	Same view as previous question.

	Intel
	
	The proposed text seems ok


 [Summary] The FD is orthogonal to the RSRP delta value range. It is fine to wait for RAN1 reply which could be still available for this meeting. 
[Proposal 4] Wait for RAN1 reply regarding the missing delta RSRP threshold parameter before making changes on FD for sl-OptionForCondition2-A-1.
2.1.5 Various editorial changes: 
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Q5: Would you company Disagree with any of the editorial changes above?
	Company
	Disagree
	Further comments

	
	
	

	
	
	


[Proposal 5] Various editorial changes in section 2.1.5 are agreed.
 

2.2 For changes in R2-2207016
The changes related to new IE in SUI for monitoring DCR messages, or related to TX profile will be discussed in offline [AT119-e][509][V2X/SL] CP discussion (OPPO). 
The changes proposed for clause 5.8.8 Sidelink communication transmission and 5.8.13.3	Sidelink discovery transmission can be discussed together with R2-2207668/R2-2207669 which will be treated online first. Rapporteur recognizes that changes proposed by two companies are (almost) the same bar editorial difference. 
2.2.1 Changes on initiating SUI
Below changes in clause 5.8.3.2 are related to relocate the initiation of UE reporting DRX on/off indication DRX to the branch for transmitting UE, also adding the procedure texts for reporting DRX configuration reject information. Note changes in clause 5.8.3.3 on setting of DRX on/off indication and DRX configuration reject information are (almost) the same as changes in Rapp CR. 
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Q6: Would you company agree the changes above?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree with comments
	Destination Layer-2 ID should also be reported as following,
4>	initiate transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message to report the Destination Layer-2 ID and sidelink DRX on/off indication for the corresponding destination in accordance with 5.8.3.3;

	OPPO
	Agree
	In the initiation action, there is no need to include all reported field (e.g., the L2 ID as suggested by Xiaomi). It is the same in legacy spec.

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree with comment
	Rewording: 
3> if the UE received a sidelink RX assistance information or a sidelink DRX configuration reject information from the associated peer UE for NR sidleink unicast transmission.

	Apple
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	InterDigital
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	


 [Proposal 6] Changes in R2-2207016 on initiating SUI are agreeable, to be further reviewed in CR.
2.2.2 Changes on setting SUI
The below changes are related RX UE reporting its interested services that sidelink DRX is applied, together with destination L2 ID to its gNB,  Rapporteur recognizes setting sl-DestinationIdentity was not in the approved eSL CR R2-2206378 yet may be needed. 
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Q7: Would you company agree the changes above?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Ericsson 
	agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree with comment
	Rewording as the follows.
6> set sl-DestinationIdentity to the associated destination identity configured by upper layer for NR sidelink non-relay groupcast or broadcast communication reception.

	Apple
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Comments
	Firstly, there is redundant description in the level-5 sentence “to which sidelink DRX is applied” and the 1st level-6 sentence“ that sidelink DRX is applied”. we suggest to keep just one place.
Secondly, we are wondering about the highlighted yellow part in the 2nd level-6 sentence “NR sidelink non-relay groupcast or broadcast communicaiton recepiton”, seem a bit confusing. Is there relay specific groupcast and broadcast communication supported in this Release?

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Comments
	Also think “sidelink DRX is applied” is redundant and keeping only one is enough.
Remove “communication” before reception in last sentence

	InterDigital
	Agree
	

	Intel
	
	Not sure why the first clause has “for NR sidelink groupcast or broadcast reception” but the second clause relates to “non-relay”. Shouldn’t the wording be the same for both?


[Proposal 7] Changes in R2-2207016 on setting SUI are agreeable, to be further reviewed in CR.
2.2.3 Changes on extra conditions for SUI
The below changes are proposed, to add more conditions (beyond conditions captured in approved CR R2/2206378) for RX UE to initiate SUI reporting: 
[image: ]

Q8: Would you company agree the changes above on RXUE initiating SUI to report DRX configuration, or to indicate DRX configuration is no longer used?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree with the first part, Disagree with second part, see comment
	Agree with the first part, the second part, disagree with second part, i.e. ‘3> else….’. I understand the ‘3> else…’ part includes either UE doesn’t receive the SL DRX configuration or UE reject the received SL DRX. For the first case, UE did not report any SL DRX, so no need to indicate it’s no longer used. For the second case, spec already support RX UE reports reject indication. It’s unnecessary to duplicate the report here.
When TX UE releases the existing SL DRX, RX UE should report the SL DRX is not used any more. However, it’s not clear whether such condition is included by ‘3> else…’. So we suggest following change,
3> else if sidelink DRX configuration is released for NR sidelink unicast by associated peer UE
…

	OPPO
	Agree
	These structure is the legacy structure of SUI message initiation, so should be inherented for the new SUI message/field as well.
For the ‘else’ branch, as in legacy, it is to report to network that the previously reported DRX information is not valid anymore. Slightly prefer not further complicate the normative text, one middle way is to use 3> else (e.g., xxx)

	Ericsson
	disagree
	Disagree with the first part, i.e., “if branch”
We are just wondering where these new conditions come from. Do we have any corresponding RAN2 agreement on this? Otherwise, no change is needed.  We can leave to UE implementation to handle many different cases.

	ZTE
	Agree
	We agree the changes. The modification by xiaomi is not needed. For the ‘else’ branch, it includes two cases, one case is no SL DRX is received from peer UE; the other case is the RX UE rejects the SL DRX from peer UE. As the result of either of these two cases, no SL DRX can be used. So it is reasonable to report to the gNB the SL DRX information is not valid anymore.

	Qualcomm
	Disagree
	1. Add “mode1” in condition 2>
2. Don’t agree with the “else” part. Need further discussion.
3. Share Ericsson’s view that it’s better not to cover all different cases in normative text.

	Apple
	Agree
	4. 

	vivo
	Partially Agree
	We wonder if the 2nd level-4 condition “if since the last time the UE transmitted a SidelinkUEInformationNR message the UE connected to a PCell not providing SIB12 including sl-DRX-ConfigCommonGC-BC” is really needed (perhaps not), as it can be probably covered by the 3rd level-4 condition, as highlighted below. We suggest to delete 2nd level-4 condition since the below highlighted text is described in a more general way without referring to specific gNB capability.
4>	if the last transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message did not include sl-RxDRX-ReportList; or if the information carried by sl-RxDRX-ReportList has changed since the last transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message:
Other changes are fine to us.

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	Agree with OPPO

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	For first part, we understand it is similar to legacy condition in other parts and same structure, so fine with that
For “else” part, we do not prefer more conditions, fine with current proposed changes.

	InterDigital
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	The change in the first part is fine, but we echo the concern from other companies that the else condition may not be essential


 [Summary] For the first part conditions, 2 in 13 participating companies disagree and for the second part conditions 4 in 13 companies disagree. Proposal will be given together with section 2.2.4. First change for unicast: 11/13, second change for unicast 9/13. Changes for GC/BC: 10/13
2.2.4 Changes for extra conditions of GC/BC SUI
The below changes are proposed, to add more conditions (beyond condition captured in approved CR R2/2206378) for RX UE to initiate SUI reporting for GC/BC: 
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Q9: Would you company agree the changes above on RXUE initiating SUI to report DRX configuration, or to indicate DRX configuration is no longer used?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	disagree
	Disagree with the first part, i.e., “if branch”
We are just wondering where these new conditions come from. Do we have any corresponding RAN2 agreement on this? Otherwise, no change is needed.  We can leave to UE implementation to handle many different cases.

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Disagree
	Share Ericsson’s view that it’s better not to cover all different cases in normative text.

	Apple
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Partially Agree
	We wonder if the 2nd level-4 condition “if since the last time the UE transmitted a SidelinkUEInformationNR message the UE connected to a PCell not providing SIB12 including sl-DRX-ConfigCommonGC-BC” is really needed (perhaps not), as it can be probably covered by the 3rd level-4 condition, highlighted below. We suggest to delete the 2nd level-4 condition since the the highlighted text is described in a more general way without referring to specific gNB capability.
4>	if the last transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message did not include sl-RxInterestedGC-BC-DestList; or if the information carried by sl-RxInterestedGC-BC-DestList has changed since the last transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message:
Other changes are fine to us.

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	InterDigital
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	


 [Summary] For the changes for extra conditions of GC/BC SUI initiation, 2 in 13 participating companies disagree and one company partially agree. Rapporteur understands the propose changes are in line with legacy texts for initiaing SUI however there are no meeting agreements related to those conditions, so Rapporteur would suggest to furhter discuss (either on RAN2 reflector or online if possible) the necessity of those extra conditions. 
[Proposal 8] RAN2 further discuss the need of extra initiation conditions for SUI in R2-2207016.
2.2.5 Changes on various FDs
There are various changes proposed to change FD as:
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Q10: Would you company agree the changes above?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	

	vivo
	No strong view
	

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	InterDigital
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
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Q11: Would you company agree the changes above?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Can agree, with modification
	We think that the wording as is sounds like it is an alternative to the IUC, which in our understanding is not the case. We think that “trigger condition” should not be removed, or at  least that such that the statement is;
“Indicates the alternative trigger condition …”

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	InterDigital
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	Nokia’s suggestion sounds reasonable to us
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Q12: Would you company agree the changes above?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Disagree, but not strongly
	This would be obvious when reading the field description

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	InterDigital
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
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Q13: Would you company agree the changes above?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Disagree, but not strongly
	This would be obvious when reading the field description

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	InterDigital
	Disagree
	This change seems unnecessary, as commented by Nokia.

	Intel
	Agree
	


[Proposal 9] Changes on various FDs in R2-2207016 are agreeable (to be further reviewed in CR). 
2.2.6 Editorial changes
There are various editorial changes proposed as (editorial changes covered by Rapp CR omitted):
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Q14: Would you company agree the changes above?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	InterDigital
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	


[Proposal 10] Various editorial changes in R2-2207016 are agreed.
2.3 For changes in R2-2207213
The related changes propose to solve the discrepancy between the spec and the approved RRC CR R2-2206378 are: 
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Rapporteur thanks companies' effort to remove the discrepancy, above changes are more or less overlapping and we can discuss major issues on the changes and check the minor ones during CR drafting. 

Q15: Would you company agree the changes above?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	OPPO
	
	Changes to 5.8.3.2 is OK, Although not complete
Changes to 5.8.3.3 is NOK, see our paper in 7016

	ZTE
	Agree
	The changes are needed. But we think it may be not complete.

	 vivo
	
	Some changes are overlapping with previous questions, we find it’s hard for understanding the whole picture, and suggest to further check all of them during phase 2 CR drafting.

	Nokia
	Disagree
	Needs modifiation

	
	
	


 [Summary] According to the limited feedback from companies, Rapporteur would suggest to further review in CR (will include changes in 5.8.3.2).
One change is proposed in clause 5.8.9.1.3 to address that, if the UE only rejects the sidelink DRX configuration sl-DRX-ConfigUC-PC5 received from the peer UE, but still able to comply with all other configuration included in the RRCReconfigurationSidelink, it shall set the content of the RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink message:
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Q16: Would you company agree the changes above?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Disagree
	Legacy procedure should be reused if UE is not able to comply SL DRX. The message should be treated as a whole during compliance check.

	OPPO
	
	This is a valid issue to check: For this change, the key is whether “unable to comply with” includes the meaning of “reject the DRX configuration”, if yes, the change is OK, i.e., it has to be excluded, otherwise, the change is NOK. We lean towards the latter case.

	Ericsson
	disagree
	We also think rejection of SL DRX is not counted as “unable to comply with”.

	ZTE
	Agree
	The sentence of “unable to comply with (part of) the configuration” is not clear enough. It makes the reader confused whether  “reject the DRX configuration” is one kind of “unable to comply with (part of) the configuration” or not. It is better to clarify this issue to eliminate possible ambiguity. 

	Qualcomm
	Disagree
	If SL DRX is part of the RRC configuration, then unable to “comply with” could also include SL DRX.

	Apple
	Disagree
	We think even if SL-DRX case is excluded, the text change is still confusing. Something shall be like:
In regardless of whether SL-DRX configuration in sl-DRX-ConfigureUC-PC5 is acceptable or not, if UE is unable to comply any other part of configuration included in RRCReconfigurationSidelink:  

	 vivo
	
	For the case that “UE is unable to comply with (part of) configuration”, it is inherited from Uu. And we think the  wording “comply with” is mainly from UE’s ASN.1 compiling/coding perspective. Therefore, all the configuration within the RRCReconfiguration should be considered. The proposed change may thus not be correct.
On the other hand, we agree that both of the SL DRX reject case and SL DRX accept case are performed in the premise that “UE is able to comply with the SL DRX configuration” but the parameter values may be undesirable or desirable. Thus, the highlighted yellow part should be moved under the highlighted green branch.
1>	if the RRCReconfigurationSidelink message includes the sl-DRX-ConfigUC-PC5, and
1>	if the UE accepts the sl-DRX-ConfigUC-PC5:
2>	configure lower layers to perform sidelink DRX operation according to sl-DRX-ConfigUC-PC5 for the associated destination as defined in TS 38.321 [3];
1>	if the RRCReconfigurationSidelink message includes the sl-LatencyBoundIUC-Report:
2>	apply the configured sidelink IUC report latency bound;
1>	if the UE is unable to comply with (part of) the configuration included in the RRCReconfigurationSidelink (i.e. sidelink RRC reconfiguration failure):
2>	continue using the configuration used prior to the reception of the RRCReconfigurationSidelink message;
2>	set the content of the RRCReconfigurationFailureSidelink message;
3>	submit the RRCReconfigurationFailureSidelink message to lower layers for transmission;
1>	else:
2>	set the content of the RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink message;
3>	if the UE rejects the sidelink DRX configuration sl-DRX-ConfigUC-PC5 received from the peer UE:
4>	include the sl-DRX-ConfigReject in the RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink message;
3>	submit the RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink message to lower layers for transmission;
  

	MediaTek
	Disagree
	

	Nokia
	RAN2 to discuss?
	

	CATT
	Disagree
	see our paper in 7523

	Lenovo
	Disagree
	Our understanding is that “unable to comply” means that there’s something wrong with the received configuration. UE “rejects” a configuration if it can comply with it but can’t change the configuration since it does not suit the UE.

	InterDigital
	Agree with the intention
	Perhaps we should clarify the meaning of “unable to comply with” regarding the DRX configuration – possibly by adding a note.

	Intel
	Disagree
	Same comment as Qualcomm


  [Summary] There is no sufficient support among companies though this issue can be further checked. 
[Proposal 11] Change proposed in R2-2207213 for clause 5.8.9.1.3 is not agreed.
2.4 For changes in R2-2207760
One change is proposed for the case when sl-DRX-ConfigCommonGC-BC is not included in SIB12-IEs in clause 5.2.2.4.13:
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Q17: Would you company agree the changes above?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	If UE reselect from a SL DRX capable cell to a SL DRX incapable, UE should stop SL DRX.

	OPPO
	Disagree
	This change is NOK, we do not think there is such case where in a same network, UE undergoes change between SL-DRX capable gNB and SL-DRX incapable gNB, and thus this discard operation is not needed.

	Ericsson
	disagree
	We think for either the case where in the same cell, UE receives updated SIB, or the case where the UE changes the cell, where the new cell has different capability on SL DRX, no change is needed.
For the former case, the need code already indicates this
For the latter, the UE will of course release the old configuration in the old cell, no spec change is needed.

	ZTE
	Disagree
	If the case of changing between SL-DRX capable gNB and SL-DRX incapable gNB exist, the UE shall use SL DRX in pre- configuration as we discussed in the summary of [509], if this case does not exist, discard operation is not needed.

	Qualcomm
	Disagree
	No need for such change.

	Apple
	Disagree
	

	vivo
	Disagree
	The motivation of this CR is to avoid potential data loss from RX UE perspective. But we think it should not bring restriction to TX UE behavior. We suggest to leave it to UE implementation to avoid potential data loss. 

	MediaTek
	Disagree
	

	Nokia
	Tend to disagree
	As OPPO states, there should not be such a scenario, and this could be seen as an enhancement. At least, RAN2 should discuss first

	CATT
	Disagree
	Agree with OPPO. 

	Lenovo
	Disagree
	

	InterDigital
	Disagree
	It seems the importance of the scenario is not quite clear for now.

	Intel
	Disagree
	Not an essential change 


 [Summary]There is no sufficient support for this change.
One change is proposed in clause 5.8.9.1.3, after RX UE rejects the sideline DRX configuration
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Q18: Would you company agree the changes above?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	InterDigital
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	


 [Proposal 12] Change proposed in R2-2207760 for clause 5.8.9.1.3 is agreed.

Also similar changes proposed to remove the said discrepancy, Rapporteur suggests to check in CR drafting phase:
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/////////////////////////////////////
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Besides, Rapporteur will capture the below minor changes in CR drafting and companies can check then: 
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//////////////////////////////
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///////////////////////////////////////
2.5 For changes in R2-2207524
Changes proposed are all covered by previous sections, companies can further check during CR drafting:
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///////////////////////////////////////////////
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2.6 For changes in R2-2207523
Changes are proposed in clause 5.8.9.1.3 to remove possible ambiguity of UE behaviors depending on UE reject or accept DRX configuration：
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Q19: Would you company agree the changes above?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Disagree
	We agree R2 should answer the Q that whether “unable to comply with” includes the meaning of “reject the DRX configuration”, but we disagree with the change, which tried to put the configuration steps under the condition of complying, this is different from legacy Uu procedure.
So 
[image: ]
Should be kept in original place

	Ericsson
	disagree
	We prefer the original texts, the suggested changes can not improve understanding of the procedure texts.

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Disagree
	Prefer the original logical flow.

	Apple
	Disagree
	The original text looks fine to us

	vivo
	Agree
	See our comments in Q16. 
Besides, we think the following part should also be moved under the same “else” branch (although this part is out of the original Q19 scope, but the logic is the same) 
1>	if the RRCReconfigurationSidelink message includes the sl-LatencyBoundIUC-Report:
2>	apply the configured sidelink IUC report latency bound;


	MediaTek
	Disagree
	Prefer the original text.

	Nokia
	Disagree
	OK to discuss further in onine session

	CATT
	Agree
	In our view, “reject the DRX configuration” implicitly means the UE could comply (i.e., interprete) the SL DRX and reject the SL DRX, and based on the agreement rejection indication is in the SL RRCReconfigurationComplete message, the rejection behaviour should be attached in the place where all the configuration including DRX and other confiugation are complied(i.e., RRCReconfigurationComplete message).  
Another issue is, if UE acceptance behaviour is put in the original place, why the UE behaviour of reject behaviour should be put in the the condition of complying? Both should be in the same place, in generally, it is wield to put them in two different places.  The rejection and acceptance of SL DRX can only be specified in the condition of all SL configurations are complied.

	Lenovo
	Disagree
	 Prefere the original structure

	InterDigital
	Agree
	

	Intel
	
	Slightly prefer the original text


[Summary]There is no sufficient support on this change. 
[Proposal 13] Change proposed in R2-2207523 for clause 5.8.9.1.3 is not agreed.

2.7 For changes in R2-2207281
Change is proposed for the error handling on PC5 and for expansion to cover all logical channel, due to the consideration that it is difficult to fix “bugs” with high confidence with UEs (at least not on the same level as for gNB) and there shall be ways to avoid negative impact on its peer UE. 
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Q20: Would you company agree the changes above?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	OPPO
	
	The change seems to be applicable to SCCH and STCH? Yet we understand from the paper that the intention was mainly for SCCH only? Which one is the real intention?

	ZTE
	Disagree
	As we can see, only BCCH,CCCH and PCCH all of which are common DL RRC messages are included in this clause. For dedicated RRC message, the RRC failure procedure is enough to cover this error issue. So we think the same way can be used for PC5, only SBCCH needs to be covered here.

	Qualcomm
	Disagree
	Not any logical channel with PC5 RRC message.

	 Vivo
	Agree
	

	MediaTek
	Disagree
	We may use the same handling as for Uu

	CATT
	Disagree
	

	InterDigital
	Disagree
	Follow Uu


 [Summary] There is no sufficient support on this CR
[Proposal 14] CR in R2-2207281 is not agreed.

2.8 For changes in R2-2208692
One change (change field sl-DRX-ConfigReject-r17 to optional in RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink message, from "mandatory") is proposed considering the original optionality is not correct. Rapporteur originally considered the high level " nonCriticalExtension" is "optional" which can configure the optionality of sl-DRX-ConfigReject-r17. However, the future extension could not be done with the same level " nonCriticalExtension" with this approach. Rapporteur wonders whether "lateNonCriticalExtension" could be used or not (?). The proposed change would be NBC change for ASN.1 so we need to check alternative solutions. If companies agree with this change, it will be treated separately (as NBC CR). 
[image: ]
Q21: Would you company agree the changes above?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	It’s a mistake.

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	Agree (proponent)
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	

	 vivo
	
	Intention is OK. But directly adding OPTIONAL bit is ASN.1 NBC change which should be avoided as much as possible. We should dummify the existing field, and add it again via non-critical extension in an ASN.1 BC way..

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	InterDigital
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	


 [Summary]All companies agree with the change. Rapporteur agree with vivo that we shall make it as BC change. 
[Proposal 15] CR in R2-2208692 is agreeable, and shall be implemented as BC change (to be reviewed in CR). 
2.9 For changes in R2-2208283
One change is proposed as below, Rapporteur thinks it is agreeable as it follows strictly RAN1 agreement. It can be captured in Rapp CR. 
[image: ]
Further comments?
	Company
	Further comments

	OPPO
	Agree

	Ericsson
	agree

	ZTE
	Agree

	Qualcomm
	Agree

	Apple
	Agree

	 vivo
	Agree

	MediaTek
	Agree

	CATT
	Agree

	Lenovo
	Agree

	InterDigital
	Agree

	Intel
	Agree


[Proposal 16] Change in R2-2208283 is agreeable. 
3. Conclusion
Proposals are further revised according to further discussion on RAN2 email reflector: 
[Proposal 1] Changes in R2-2208053 for clause 5.8.3.2 and 5.8.3.3 are agreeable (further rewording, addition of Mode-1 restriction to be done in CR review). 
[Proposal 2] Field description change on the three priority parameters (as originally in R2-2208053) are agreeable.
[Proposal 3] Wait for RAN1 reply regarding changes on the missing delta RSRP threshold parameter. 
[Proposal 4] Wait for RAN1 reply regarding the missing delta RSRP threshold parameter before making changes on FD for sl-OptionForCondition2-A-1. 
[Proposal 5] Various editorial changes in section 2.1.5 are agreed. 
[Proposal 6] Changes in R2-2207016 on initiating SUI are agreeable, to be further reviewed in CR.
[Proposal 7] Changes in R2-2207016 on setting SUI are agreeable, to be further reviewed in CR.
[bookmark: _GoBack][Proposal 8] RAN2 further discuss (online) the need of extra initiation conditions for SUI in R2-2207016. (First change for unicast: 11/13, second change for unicast 9/13. Changes for GC/BC: 10/13)
[Proposal 9] Changes on various FDs in R2-2207016 are agreeable (to be further reviewed in CR). 
[Proposal 10] Various editorial changes in R2-2207016 are agreed. 
[Proposal 11] Change proposed in R2-2207213 for clause 5.8.9.1.3 is not agreed. Can discuss in next meeting
[Proposal 12] Change proposed in R2-2207760 for clause 5.8.9.1.3 is agreed. 
[Proposal 13] Change proposed in R2-2207523 for clause 5.8.9.1.3 is not agreed. Can discuss in next meeting
[Proposal 14] CR in R2-2207281 is not agreed. 
[Proposal 15] [Proposal 15] CR in R2-2208692 is agreeable, FFS BC based implementation (to be reviewed in CR). 
[Proposal 16] Change in R2-2208283 is agreeable. 
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2> if configured by upper layers to perform NR sidelink transmission on the frequency included in s/-
FreglnfoList in SIB12 of the PCell:

3> if the UE received a sidelink DRX assistance information or a sidelink DRX configuration reject
information for NR sidelink unicast eemmunieation-transmission from the associated peer UE and if s/-
'DRX-ConfigCommonGC-BC is included in SIB12-IEs:

4> initiate transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message to report the sidelink DRX assistance
information or the sidelink DRX configuration reject information in accordance with 5.8.3.3;

5.8.3.3 Actions related to transmission of SidelinkUEInformationNR message
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6> set s/-DRX-InfoFromRx to include the sidelink DRX assistance information of the associated
destination, if any, received from the associated peer UE;

6> if the RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink message includes the sI-DRX-ConfigReject:

7> set sl-Failure as drxReject-vI710 for the associated destination for the NR sidelink
communication transmission;

6> set sl-DRX-Indication to include the sidelink DRX indication applied for the associated
destination for NR sidelink groupcast transmission;

Editor's Note: EE! thy d for Tx UE to report DR ficurati sjeet informati

1> if the UE initiates the procedure while connected to an E-UTRA PCell:

2> submit the SidelinkUEInformationNR to lower layers via SRB1, embedded in E-UTRA RRC message
ULInformationTransferIRAT as specified in TS 36.331 [10], clause 5.6.28;

1> else:

2> submit the SidelinkUEInformationNR message to lower layers for transmission.

5.8.4  Void
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2>3if configured by upper layers to perform NR sidelink transmission on the frequencyincluded in si-
FreglnfolListin SIB12ofthe PCell andifsl- DRY-ConfigCommonGC-BCs included in 5781 2- 185 and ifthe
UEis confignred withs/-ScheduledConfig:e"

3>sif the UE received asidelink DR assistanceinformation or asidelink DRY confimrationreject
information for NR sidelink unicast esssmusieation ransmission from the associated peer UE:©

4>inifiate transmission of the SidelinkUEinbrmationNR message to report the sidelink DRX assistance
information orthe sidelinkt DEX configuration ejectinformation in accordance with 5.8.3.3,





image4.png
4>3if configured by upperlayers to perform NR sidelink secsptioniransmission and configured with si-
ScheduledConfig:<

S>sinclude si-TxRescurceReqList andlor sl-TrRescurce ReqListComm Relay-+i% and setits fields G
needed) as follows for each destinafion for which it reports to nefwork

6>sset sl-DRY-InfoFrom RaList to include thesidelink DRY assistance information ofthe
associated destination, ifany, received from the assaciated peer UE,

623if the RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink message includes the s-DRX- ConfigReject

T>ssetsl-Failure as drxReject for the associated destination for the NR sidelink communication
transmission;e

6>setsl-DRY-Indication to include sidelink DRX onfo ffindication ofthe associated destination,
For sidelink group cast transmission; e

 Hote EFS-anth  for T UB to-report- DRX conk £
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sl-PriorityCoordinfoCondition
Indicates-Parameter used to determine the the priority value for sensing and candidate resource (re-)selection for transmitting the TB carrying the IUC MAC CE and the priority
value in the SCI Format 1-A corresponding to the TB carrying the IUC MAC CEefHnter-UE-coerdination-information-, triggered by a condition other than explicit request
reception in Scheme 1. The priority value of IUC MAC CE used in LCP procedure (see TS 38.321 [3]) is fixed as "1".

sl-PriorityCoordinfoExplicit
Indicates-Parameter used to determine the the priority value for sensing and candidate resource (re-)selection for transmitting the TB carrying the IUC MAC CE and the priority
value in the SCI Format 1-A corresponding to the TB carrying the IUC MAC CE efinrter-UE-coerdinationinfermation-, triggered by an explicit request in Scheme 1.

sl-PriorityPreferredResourceSet

Indicates the priority value used for determining the preferred resource set in Scheme 1 when the inter-UE coordination information transmission is triggered by a condition
other than explicit request reception.

sl-PriorityRequest

Indicates-Parameter used to determine the priority value for sensing and candidate resource (re-)selection for transmitting the TB carrying the IUC request MAC CE and the
priority value in the SCI Format 1-A corresponding to the TB carrying the IUC request MAC CEef-, in an explicit request for inter-UE coordination information in Scheme 1. The
priority value of IUC request MAC CE used in LCP procedure (see TS 38.321 [3]) is fixed as "1".
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SL-InterUE-CoordinationScheme2 field descriptions

reshold delta value used to determine reserved resource(s) of other UE(s). Value 0 corresponds to minus infinity dBm. value 1 corresponds to
128dBm. value 2 comesponds to -126dBm. value n corresponds to (128 + (n-1)°2) dBm and so on. value 66 corresponds to infinity dBm
‘shIndicationUE-B

Indicates whether to enable or disable the usage of 1 LSB of reserved bits of a SCI format 1-A to indicate of whether UE scheduling a conflict TB can be UE-B or
not.
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‘si-OptionForCondition2-A-1
Indicates the RSRP threshold used to consider additional ciiteria for condition 2-A-1. Value 0 corresponds to using the RSRP threshold according to the priorities

included in the SCI,_UE uses thresholds s/-Thres-RSRP-List. in its resource pool configuration s/-UE-SelectedConfigRP. for ThresPSSCH-RSRP-List specified in
ause 16.3.0 0f TS 36213 [13] Value 1 conesponds t0 using a (prelconfigured RSRP threshold dela value iDelfaRSRP-Tivesh for deaRSRPThvesh spefied n

ol UE-B" ther UE"

clause 16 3.0 of TS 38 213 [13] rod-to-the RSRE.
sI-PSFCH-Occasion
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| A UE capable of NR sidelink operation that is in RRC_CONNECTED may initiate the procedure to report the
Destination Layer-2 ID and QoS profile associated with its interested services that sidelink DRX is applied, for NR
sidelink groupeast or broadeast reception.
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3> if sl-DRX-ConfigCommon-GC-BC is included in SIBI12-IEs:
4> if configured by upper layers to perform NR sidelink reception

5> include sl-RxDRX-ReportList and set its fields (if needed) as follows for each destination for
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SL-Failure field descriptions

sk-Destinationidentity
Indicates the destination for which the SL failure is reporting for unicast

sl-Failure

Indicates the sidelink cause for the sidelink RLF (value rif), sidelink AS configuration failure (value configFailure) and the rejection of sidelink DRX configuration (value
drxRejectv4710) for the associated destination for unicast
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drx-ConfigSL
Used to configure additional DRX parameters for the UE performing sidelink operation with resource allocation mode 1, as specified in TS 38.321 [3]. Network only configures
this field if si-ScheduledConfig is configured and drx-Config is configured;
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38.214 [19], clause 8.16) Value 0 corresponds fo 0, value 110 0.01, value 2 to 0.02, and so on

sk-MinNumCandidateSlotsAperiodic
Indicates the minimum number of Y'¥. slots that are included in the possible candidate resources corresponding to periodic-based partial sensing andlor contiguous partial

sensing for resource (re)selection friggered by aperiodic transmission. (see TS 38.214 [19], clause 8.1.4).

sk-MinNumCandidateSlotsPeriodic
Indicates the minimum number of Y slots that are included in the possible candidate resources corresponding to periodic-based partial sensing for resource (re)selection
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communication reception frequency of interest in accordance with 5.8.3.3;

included-in-SIBI2-TEs:
4> initiate-tre 1SSH f the Sideli LIII?IJI' ionNR 1 rtthe Destinati I 5 21D
d sidelink DR £f indication for th pondi £ %! ith 5.8.33:

2> else:
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2> if configured by upper layers to perform NR sidelink transmission on the frequency included in s/-
FregInfoList in SIB12 of the PCell and if sI-DRX-ConfigCommonGC-BC is included in SIB12-1Es and if the
UE is configured with s/-ScheduledConfig:

3> if the UE received a sidelink DRX assistance information or a sidelink DRX configuration reject
information for NR sidelink unicast eommunicationtransmission from the associated peer UE:

4> initiate transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message to report the sidelink DRX assistance
information or the sidelink DRX configuration reject information in accordance with 5.8.3.3;

3> if the UE is performing NR sidelink groupcast transmission:

4> initiate transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message to report sidelink DRX on/off
indication for the corresponding destination in accordance with 5.8.3.3;
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6> if the RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink message includes the si-DRX-ConfigReject:

7> set sl-Failure as drxReject for the associated destination for the NR sidelink communication
transmission;

6> set sl-DRX-Indication to include sidelink DRX on/off indication of the associated destination.
for sidelink groupcast transmission;

Editor’s Note: EES on th d for Tx UL+ rt DRX confi ti iectinf it
- 3 P 3 )

1> if the UE initiates the procedure while connected to an E-UTRA PCell:D|




image17.png
5> include sl-RxInterestedGC-BC-DestList and set its fields (if needed) as follows for each
destination for which it reports to network and to which sidelink DRX is applied:

6> set sl- RxInteresteonS -InfoList to include the QoS profile of its interested service(s) that
sidelink DRX is applied for the associated destination for NR sidelink groupcast or broadcast
communicationreception;

6> set sl-Destinationldentity to the destination identity configured by upper layer for NR sidelink
non-relay groupcast or broadcast communication reception;
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2> if configured by upper layers to perform NR sidelink reception on the frequency included in s/-FreqInfoList
in SIB12 of the PCell and if sI-DRX-ConfigCommonGC-BC is included in SIB12-IEs:

3> if the UE received a sidelink DRX configuration in the RRCReconfigurationSidelink message for NR
sidelink unicast communicationreception from the associated peer UE and the UE accepted the sidelink
DRX configuration:

4> if the UE did not transmit a SidelinkUEInformationNR message since last entering
RRC_CONNECTED state; or

4> if since the last time the UE transmitted a SidelinkUEInformationNR message the UE connected to a
PCell not providing SIB12 including sI-DRX-ConfigCommonGC-BC: or

4> if the last transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message did not include s/-RxDRX-
ReportList; or if the information carried by si-RxDRX-ReportList has changed since the last
transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message:

45> initiate transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message to report the sidelink DRX
configuration in accordance with 5.8.3.3;

3> else:

4> if the last transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message included s/-RxDRX-ReportList:

5> initiate transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message to indicate the sidelink DRX
configuration is no longer used in accordance with 5.8.3.3;
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3> if the UE is performing an-R3-UE for NR sidelink groupcast or broadcast comimuaicationreception and
is interested in a service that sidelink DRX is applied:

4> if the UE did not transmit a SidelinkUEInformationNR message since last entering
RRC_CONNECTED state; or

4> if since the last time the UE transmitted a SidelinkUEInformationNR message the UE connected to a
PCell not providing SIB12 including sI-DRX-ConfigCommonGC-BC: or

e

4> if the last transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message did not include si-RxInterestedGC- -~
BC-DestList; or if the information carried by s/-RxInterestedGC-BC-DestList has changed since the
last transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message:

45> initiate transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message to report the Destination Layer-
2 ID and QoS profile associated with the service in accordance with 5.8.3.3;

3> else:

4> if the last transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message included s/-RxInterestedGC-BC-
DestList:

5> initiate transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message to indicate it is no longer interested -------
in the service that sidelink DRX is applied in accordance with 5.8.3.3;
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sI-DRX-GC-HARQ-RTT-Timer1, sl-DRX-GC-HARQ-RTT-Timer2
Value in number of slot lengths of the BWP where the transport block was received. Value sl0 corresponds to 0 slots, sl1 corresponds to 1 slot, sl2 corresponds to 2 slots, and

s0 on. s-DRX-GC-HARQ-RTT-Timer1 is used for HARG feedback enabled sidelink HARQ transmission if SCI does not indicate retransmission resource(s). s-DRX-GC-

HARQ-RTT-Timer2 is used for HARQ feedback disabled sidelink HARQ transmission in resource pool configured with PSFCH if SCI does not indicate retransmission
resource(s).
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sl-TriggerConditionCoordinfo

Indicates the-triggersenditienaliernative of inter-UE coordination information trigaered by a condition rather than request reception in Scheme-1 from UE-A to UE-B. Value 0
means inter-UE coordination information is triggered by UE-A's implementation. Value 1 means inter-UE coordination information is triggered only when UE-A has data to be
transmitted together with the inter-UE coordination information to UE-B.

sl-TriggerConditionRequest
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Indicates he NUMDET Of SUbCNannels In e corresponding resource pool, wnich consists of contiguous FRDs only.

sI-PBPS-CPS-Config
Indicates the allowed resource allocation schemes of full sensing only, partial sensing only, urce selection only, or any combination(s), and the related
confi quratlon for power saving resource allocation schemes. This field is absent for S--TxPoolExceptional.
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sl-BWP-PoolConfigCommonPS
This field indicates the resource pool configurations for power saving on the configured sidelink BWP. This field does not include s-TxPoolExceptional.
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sI -BWP-PoolConfigPS - -
This field indicates the resource pool configurations for power saving on the configured sidelink BWP. This field does not include si-TxPoolExceptional.
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5> include s/-TxResourceReqList and/or sl-TxResourceReqListCommRelay-+/7 and set its fields (if
needed) as follows for each destination for which it reports to network:

6> set sl-DRX-InfoFromRxLis! to include the sidelink DRX assistance information of the
associated destination, if any, received from the associated peer UE;
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2> if configured by upper layers to perform NR sidelink reception on the frequency included in s/-FreqInfoList
in SIB12 of the PCell and if sI-DRX-ConfigCommonGC-BC is included in SIB12-IEs:

3> if the UE received a sidelink DRX configuration for NR sidelink unicast communication from the
associated peer UE and the UE accepted the sidelink DRX configuration:

4> initiate transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message to report the sidelink DRX
configuration in accordance with 5.8.3.3;

3> if the UE is performing an-R>UEfor NR sidelink groupcast or broadcast eommunicationreception and
is interested in a service that sidelink DRX is applied:
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2> if configured by upper layers to perform NR sidelink transmission on the frequency included in s/-
FregInfoList in SIB12 of the PCell and if s/-DRX-ConfigCommonGC-BC is included in SIB12-IEs:

3> if the UE received a sidelink DRX assistance information or a sidelink DR configuration reject
information for NR sidelink unicast communication from the associated peer UE:

4> initiate transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message to report the sidelink DRX assistance
information or a sidelink DR configuration reject information in accordance with 5.8.3.3;

3> if the UE is performing NR sidelink groupcast transmission and if sI-DRX-ConfigCommonGC-BC is
included in SIB12-IEs:

4> initiate transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message to report the Destination Layer-2 ID
and sidelink DRX on/off indication for the corresponding destination in accordance with 5.8.3.3;
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6> set si-RxInterested(QoS-InfoList to include the QoS profile of its interested service for the
associated destination that sidelink DR is applicd for NR sidelink groupcast or broadcast
communication;

4> if configured by upper layers to perform NR sidelink transmission:

5> if UE is configured with si-ScheduledConfig:

6> set SLDRX-InfoFromRx to include the sidelink DRX assistance information of the associated
destination, if any, received from the associated peer UE;

6> if the RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink message received from the associated peer UE
includes the I onfigReject:

7> set sl-Failure as drxReject for the associated destination for the NR sidelink communication
transmission;

6> set s-DRX-Indication to include the sidelink DRX indication applied for the associated

destination for NR sidelink groupcast transmission:

ded)-as follows for each d for which

Note: FES on th d for Tx UE DR £ e
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1> if the UE is unable to comply with (part of) the configuration (cxcept sidelink DRX configuration s/-DRY-
ConfieUC-PCS if any) included in the RRCReconfigurationSidelink (i.e. sidelink RRC reconfiguration failure) :

2> continue using the configuration used prior to the reception of the RRCReconfigurationSidelink message;
2> set the content of the RRCReconfigurationFailureSidelink message;

3> submit the RRCReconfigurationFailureSidelink message to lower layers for transmission;
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2> else:

3> discard the stored NR sidelink DRX configuration, if any and configure lower layers to stop performing
sidelink DRX operation for groupcast and broadcast as specified in TS 38.321 [3].

1> if the UE is acting as L2 U2N Remote UE:
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2> set the content of the RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink message:
3> if the UE rejects the sidelink DRX configuration sl-DRX-ConfigUC-PCS received from the peer UE
4> include the sl-DRX-ConfigReject in the RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink message:

4> consider no sidelink DRX to be applied for the corresponding sidelink unicast communication.

3> submit the RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink message to lower layers for transmission:

NOTE 1: When the same logical channel is configured with different RLC mode by another UE, the UE handles
the case as sidelink RRC reconfiguration failure.

NOTE 2: It is up to the UE whether or not to indicate the rejection to the peer UE for a reccived sidelink DRX
configuration.
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2> else:
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3> if the UE received a sidelink DRX configuration for NR sidelink unicast communication from the
associated peer UE and the UE accepted the sidelink DRX configuration and if s/-DRX-ConfizConmon-
GC-BC is included in SIB12-IEs:

4> initiate transmission of the SidelinkUEnformationNR message to report the sidelink DRX
configuration in accordance with 5.8.3.3;

3> if the UE is an RX UE for NR sidelink groupcast or broadcast communication and is interested in a
service that sidelink DRX is applied and if sI-DRX-ConfigCommon-GC-BC is included in STB12-IEs:

4> initiate transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message to report the Destination Layer-2 ID
and QoS profile associated with the service in accordance with 5.8.3.3;

2> if configured by upper layers to perform NR sidelink transmission on the frequency included in sl-
FreglnfoLList in SIB12 of the PCell

3> if the UE received a sidelink DRX assistance information or a sidelink DRX configuration reject
information for NR sidelink unicast communication from the associated peer UE. if the UE is configured
with sl-ScheduledConfig and if sl-DRX-ConfigCommon-GC-BC is included in SIB12-IEs:

4> initiate transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message to report the sidelink DRX assistance
information or the sidelink DRX configuration reject information in accordance with 5.8.3.3;

> if the UE is performing NR sidelink groupeast transmission and if sl-DRX-ConfigCommonGC-BC i
included in SIBI2-IEs:

4> initiate transmission of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message to report the Destination Layer-2 1D
and sidelink DRX on/off indication for the corresponding destination in accordance with 5.8.3.3:
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- is reporting, for NR sidelink groupcast or broadeast reception, the Destination Layer-2 ID and QoS profile(s)
associated with ifs interested services to which sidelink DRX is applicd,

- is reporting DRX configuration reject information o its assosiated peer UE for MR sidelinlc unicast
transmission, when the UE is configured with s-ScheduledConfigperforeaing NR-si
with resource-allocationmode 1,

- is reporting paramcters related to U2N relay operation.

5832 Initiation
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5.8.3.3 Actions related to transmission of SidelinkUEInformationNR message
The UE shall set the contents of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message as follows:

1> if the UE initiates the procedure to indicate it is (no more) interested to receive NR sidelink communication or to
request (configuration/ relcase) of NR sidelink communication transmission resources or to report to the network
that a sidelink radio link failure or sidelink RRC reconfiguration failure has been declared or to report to the
network the sidelink DRX configuration for NR sidelink unicast reception or to report to the network the sidelink
DRX assistance information or the sidelink DRX configuration reject information for NR sidelink unicast
transmission or to report to the network the Destination Layer-2 ID and QoS profile associated with its interested
services that sidelink DRX is applied for NR sidelink groupeast or broadeast reception or to report fo the
network the Destination Layer-2 ID and the sidelink DRX on/off indication for the corresponding destination for
NE sidelink groupeast transmission or to indicate it is (no more) interested to receive NR sidelink discovery
messages or to request (configuration’ relcase) of NR sidelink discovery messages transmission resources or to
request (configuration/ release) of NR sidelink U2N relay communication transmission resources (i.c. UE
includes all concerned information, irrespective of what triggered the procedurc):

2> if SIBI2 including s-ConfigCommonNR is provided by the PCell:
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5.8.3.3 Actions related to transmission of SidelinkUEInformationNR message
The UE shall set the contents of the SidelinkUEInformationNR message as follows:

1> if the UE initiates the procedure to indicate it is (no more) interested to receive NR sidelink communication or to
request (configuration/ release) of NR sidelink communication transmission resources or to report to the network
that a sidelink radio link failure or sidelink RRC reconfiguration failure has been declared or to report to the
network the sidelink DRX configuration for NR sidelink unicast reception or to report to the network the sidelink
DRX assistance information or the sidelink DRX configuration reject information for NR sidelink unicast
transmission or to report to the network the Destination Layer-2 ID and QoS profile associated with its interested
services that sidelink DRX is applied for NR sidelink groupcast or broadcast reception or to report to the
network the sidelink DRX on/off indication for NR sidelink groupcast transmission or to indicate it is (no more)
interested to receive NR sidelink discovery messages or to request (configuration/ release) of NR sidelink
discovery messages transmission resources or to request (configuration/ release) of NR sidelink U2N relay
communication transmission resources (i.e. UE includes all concerned information, irrespective of what
triggered the procedure):
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5> include s/-RxInterestedGC-BC-DestList and set its fields (if needed) as follows for each
Destination Layer-2 ID for which it reports to network:

6> set sl-RxInterestedQoS-InfoList to include the QoS profile of its interested service for the
associated destination for NR sidelink groupcast or broadcast communication;

6> set sl-Destinationldentity to include the associated destination for which UE is interested in
reception to the network for NR sidelink groupcast and broadcast communication;

4> if configured by upper layers to perform NR sidelink receptio-transmission and configured with s/-

ScheduledConfig:

5> include si-TxResourceReqList and/or sl-TxResourceReqListCommRelay-r17 and set its fields (if
needed) as follows for each destination for which it reports to network:

6> set sl-DRX-InfoFromRx to include the sidelink DRX assistance information of the associated
destination, if any, received from the associated peer UE;

4> if configured by the upper layers to perform NR sidelink groupcast transmission:

5> include the s/-TxResourceRegList and set its fields (if needed) as follows for each destination for
which it reports to network:

6>set sI-DRX-Indication to include the DRX on/off indication for the associated destination;

Editor's Note: FFS on the message used for Tx UE to report DRX configuration reject information.
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‘The UE shall perfore the following actions upon reception of the RRCRecornfigurationsSidelink.

<skip>
5 4he U sccoptethe st DRY Confighic BCS:

1= if the RRCReconfigurationsSidelink message includes the <L LatencyBoundlUC-Report:
2> apply the configured sidelink IUC report latency bound;

1= ifthe UE s unable to comply with (part o) the configuration included in the RRCReconigurationSidelnk (e
sidelink RRC reconfiguration falure):

2> continue wsing the configuration used prir o the reception of the RRCReconfguratonSidelnk messge:
2> st the comtent of the RRCReconfigwatonFalhureSidelnk message;
5> subit the RRCRecowfguratonFalreSidelnk message o loverlyers o ransmision:
1> e
2 ifthe RRCReconfgwationSideink messsge icluds the s DR Conis C-RCS. s

32 i the UE rejects the s DRY-ConfigLIC-PCS:
4 include the s/ DRY.ConfigReject in the RRCReconigurationCompleteSidelink message:

4 consider no sidelink DRX to be applied for the corresponding sidelink unicast communication:
3 ele if the UE accepts the s DRY.ConfigUIC-FCS:

4> configure lower layers to perform sdelink DRX operation according to si-DRY-ConfigUC-PCS for
the sssociated destination as defined in TS 38321 [3

2> set the content of the RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink message;

3> submit the RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidslin message to lower layers fo transmission;
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3> else if the UE ac the si-DRX-ConfigUC-PC5:

4> configure lower layers to perform sidelink DRX of lon according to si-DRX-ConfigUC-PCS for
the associated destination as defined in TS 38.321 [3];
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10.2  ASN.1 violation or encoding error
The UE shall:

1> when receiving an RRC message on the BCCH, CCCH or PCCH or a PC5 RRC message on SBECH-any logical
channel for which the abstract syntax is invalid [6]:

2> ignore the message.

NOTE: This clause applies in case one or more fields is set to a value, other than a spare, reserved or extended
value, not defined in this version of the transfer syntax. E.g. in the case the UE receives value 12 for a
field defined as INTEGER (1..11). In cases like this, it may not be possible to reliably detect which field
is in the error hence the error handling is at the message level.
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RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink message

— TAG-RRCRECONFIGURATIONC

RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink : SEQUENCE {
rrc-TransactionIdentifier-ri6 RRC-TransactionIdentifier,
criticalExtensions CHOICE {
rrcReconfigurationCompletesidelink-ri6 RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink-r16-IEs,
criticalExtensionsFuture SEQUENCE {}
t
1
RRCReconfigurationCompletesidelink-r16-TEs SEQUENCE {
lateNonCriticalExtension OCTET STRING OPTIONAL,
nonCriticalExtension RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink-v1710-IEs OPTIONAL
1
RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink-v1710-IEs ::= SEQUENCE {
s1-DRX-ConfigReject-rl7 ENUMERATED {true}; OPTIONAL,
nonCriticalExtension SEQUENCE {} OPTIONAL

RATIONCOMPLE
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sl-TriggerConditionCoordinfo
Indicates the trigger condition of inter-UE coordination information from UE-A to UE-B. Value 0 means inter-UE coordination information is triggered by UE-A's implementation
Value 1 means inter-UE coordination information is-can be triggered only when UE-A has data to be transmitted together with the inter-UE coordination information to UE-B.

sl-TriggerConditionRequest
Indicates the trigger condition of an explicit request from UE-B to UE-A. Value 0 means the explicit request is triggered by UE-B's implementation. Value 1 means the explicit

request iscan be triggered only when UE-B has data to be transmitted to UE-A.

sl-ThresholdRSRP-Condition1-B-1-OptioniList





