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3GPP TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting #120	R2-2213163
[bookmark: _GoBack]Toulouse, France, November 14 – 18, 2022                    
Agenda item:	6.15.1
Source:	Xiaomi
[bookmark: OLE_LINK7]Title:	Summary of [AT120][503][V2X/SL] R17 38.300 corrections (Xiaomi)
[bookmark: _Hlk506366071]Document for:	Discussion and Decision 
1. Introduction
This is the summary of the following offline discussion. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK6][AT120][503][V2X/SL] R17 38.300 corrections (Xiaomi)
	Scope: Discuss corrections (including need of corrections) in R2-2211948, R2-2211622, R2-2212717, and R2-2211565. Merge agreeable corrections. 
	Intended outcome: 38.300 CR in R2-2213162, discussion summary in R2-2213163 (if needed). 
Deadline: Comeback at 11/17 CB session 
2. Contact Information
	Company
	Name
	Email Address

	Xiaomi
	Li Zhao
	zhaoli6@xiaomi.com

	OPPO
	Bingxue Leng
	lengbingxue@oppo.com

	Ericsson
	Min Wang
	Min.w.wang@ericsson.com

	Lenovo
	Jing Han
	hanjing8@lenovo.com

	vivo
	Xiao XIAO
	xiao.xiao@vivo.com

	Huawei,HiSilicon
	Tao Cai
	tao.cai@huawei.com

	ZTE
	Lin Chen
	chen.lin23@zte.com.cn

	Intel
	Ansab Ali
	ansab.ali@intel.com

	CATT
	Jie Shi
	Shijie@catt.cn



3. Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk103023256]3.1 For changes in R2-2211622
3.1.1 1st change, related contribution: 1st change in R2-2212717: 
Reason for change: The following SL active time was captured in subclause 5.28.2 of TS38.321, but it has not been captured in subclause 16.9.6.1 of TS38.300.
	-	the time between transmission/reception of Direct Link Establishment Request message (TS 24.587 [28]) or ProSe Direct Link Establishment Request message (TS 24.554 [29]) and reception of RRCReconfigurationSidelink message including initial DRX configuration or the link establishment procedure being aborted by upper layer; or
-	the time between transmission of RRCReconfigurationSidelink message including initial DRX configuration and reception of corresponding RRCReconfigurationCompleteSidelink or RRCReconfigurationFailureSidelink message.



Change: In subclause 16.9.6.1, add the description of the SL active time in TS38.321 for UC establishment procedure and the initial RRCReconfiguration procedure.
	The SL active time of the RX UE includes the time in which any of its applicable SL on-duration timer(s), SL inactivity-timer(s) or SL retransmission timer(s) (for any of unicast, groupcast, or broadcast) are running. In addition, the slots associated with announced periodic transmissions by the TX UE and the time in which a UE is expecting CSI report following a CSI request (for unicast) are considered as SL active time of the RX UE. The time for the SL link establishment procedure and the time for the SL RRC reconfiguration with initial SL DRX configuration procedure as specified in clause 5.28.2 of TS 38.321 [6] are considered as SL active time of the RX UE.



Q1: Would your company agree to the 1st change proposed in R2-2211622/R2-2212717?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree 
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree with comments
	Proponent. Just some re-wording suggestion to make aligned descriptions with MAC spec, see highlighted red as below.
The SL active time of the RX UE includes the time in which any of its applicable SL on-duration timer(s), SL inactivity-timer(s) or SL retransmission timer(s) (for any of unicast, groupcast, or broadcast) are running. In addition, the slots associated with announced periodic transmissions by the TX UE and the time in which a UE is expecting CSI report following a CSI request (for unicast) are considered as SL active time of the RX UE. The time for the unicast link establishment procedure and the time for the PC5 RRC reconfiguration with initial SL DRX configuration procedure as specified in clause 5.28.2 of TS 38.321 [6] are considered as SL active time of the RX UE.

	Huawei,HiSilicon
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree with comment
	We agree with vivo on the wording suggestions

	CATT
	Agree 
(proponent)
	


Summary on Q1:
There are in total 9 companies proposed feedback and all companies agree with this change. 
(9, 0) Proposal 1: RAN2 agree to add the description of the SL active time in TS38.300 for UC establishment procedure and the initial RRCReconfiguration procedure. Detailed wording can be further discussed during phase 2.  
3.1.2 2nd change: 
Reason for change: In subclause 16.9.6.2, the current description does not correctly reflect the agreement reached in RAN2#117-e meeting as below.
	RAN2#117 agreements
2:	RAN2 needs to handle different scenarios where gNB supports or not supports SL DRX.
3:	For gNB supporting SL-DRX, Tx-UE report assistance information only in mode-1.
4:	For gNB not supporting SL-DRX, Tx-UE does not report assistance information or DRX configuration reject information, and Rx-UE does not report DRX configuration information for UC or QoS information for GC/BC


Change: In subclause 16.9.6.2, add the condition that gNB needs to support SL DRX.
	When the TX UE is in RRC_CONNECTED, the TX UE may report the received assistance information to its serving gNB supporting SL DRX and sends the SL DRX configuration to the RX UE upon receiving the SL DRX configuration in dedicated RRC signalling from the gNB. When the RX UE is in RRC_CONNECTED, the RX UE can report the received SL DRX configuration to its serving gNB supporting SL DRX, e.g. for alignment of the Uu and SL DRX configurations.



Q2: Would your company agree to the 2nd change proposed in R2-2211622?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree with comments
	Similar changes should be adopted for groupcast.
TX profile is introduced to ensure compatibility for groupcast and broadcast transmissions between UEs supporting/not-supporting SL DRX functionality. A TX profile is provided by upper layers to AS layer and identifies one or more sidelink feature group(s). Multiple TX profiles with the support of SL DRX and without the support of SL DRX can be associated to a destination L2 ID. A TX UE only assumes SL DRX for the destination L2 IDs when all the associated TX profiles correspond to support of SL DRX. A Tx UE assumes no SL DRX for the destination L2 ID if there is no associated TX profile. An RX UE determines that SL DRX is used if all destination L2 IDs of interest are assumed to support SL DRX. For groupcast, the UE reports each destination L2 ID and associated SL DRX on/off indication to the gNB supporting SL DRX.

	OPPO
	Follow majority view
	Not critical, it as been captured in stage-3 spec.

	Ericsson
	Follow the majority view
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	vivo
	See comments
	Although it is correct, we slightly prefer no change of it, because the current sentences are already too long. We can refer to RRC spec for more details on the gNB capability issue.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	See comments
	Technically correct yet we prefer not to add this condition. When RAN2 discuss SUI, it is well understood gNB most probably would support SL DRX as it would be the common case. gNB incapble of SL DRX would be a corner case and we don't need to add the condition in all possible sections of spec. 

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Comment
	We don’t think this change is essential, but can follow majority view

	CATT
	Agree 
(proponent)
	Agree to this change, which makes the description more clear and rightly aligned to the agreement.


Summary on Q2:
There are in total 9 companies proposed feedback. 4 companies agree with the change while 5 companies think the change is not that essential since it has already been reflected in the RRC spec but are fine to follow the majority. Since there is no obvious objection on this change, rapporteur would like to propose to agree with this change to make the specification clearer and more aligned with stage 3 spec. 
(9, 0) Proposal 2: RAN2 agree to add the condition that gNB needs to support SL DRX.

3.2 For changes in R2-2211948
3.2.1 1st change: 
Reason for change: Besides the assistance information, TX UE may also report the DRX configuration reject information to its serving gNB if TX UE is in RRC connected.
Change: In section 16.9.6.2, add the corresponding UE behaviour to report the DRX configuration reject information if the TX UE is in RRC connected.
	When the TX UE is in RRC_CONNECTED, the TX UE may report the received assistance information or the received DRX configuration reject information to its serving gNB and sends the SL DRX configuration to the RX UE upon receiving the SL DRX configuration in dedicated RRC signalling from the gNB. When the RX UE is in RRC_CONNECTED, the RX UE can report the received SL DRX configuration to its serving gNB, e.g. for alignment of the Uu and SL DRX configurations.



Q3: Would your company agree to the 1st change proposed in R2-2211948?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree 
(proponent)
	

	OPPO
	Follow majority view
	It has been captured in stage-3 spec.

	Ericsson
	agree
	We also need to include “Mode 1 scheduling” as a condition

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	It was missed in the implementation.

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Follow majority view
	Not critical


Summary on Q3:
There are in total 9 companies proposed feedback. 7 companies agree with the change while 2 companies think the change is not that essential since it has already been reflected in the RRC spec but are fine to follow the majority. Since there is no obvious objection on this change, rapporteur would like to propose to agree with this change to make the specification clearer and more aligned with stage 3 spec. Besides, there is 1 company proposed to include “Mode 1 scheduling” as a condition, rapporteur think it makes sense and can be further discussed during phase 2. 
(9, 0) Proposal 3: RAN2 agree to add the corresponding UE behaviour to report the DRX configuration reject information if the TX UE is in RRC connected.
3.2.2 2nd change: 
Reason for change: Similar as groupcast and broadcast, for unicast, SL HARQ RTT timer can be set to different values for HARQ enabled and HARQ disabled transmissions, which should also be reflected in the specification;
Change: In section 16.9.6.2, add the corresponding description that “For unicast, SL HARQ RTT timer can be set to different values for HARQ enabled and HARQ disabled transmissions;
	SL on-duration timer, SL inactivity-timer, SL HARQ RTT timer, and SL HARQ retransmission timer are supported in unicast. SL HARQ RTT timer and SL HARQ retransmission timer are maintained per SL process at the RX UE. In addition to (pre)configured values for each of these timers, SL HARQ RTT timer value can be derived from the retransmission resource timing when SCI indicates more than one transmission resource. SL HARQ RTT timer can be set to different values to support both HARQ enabled and HARQ disabled transmissions.



Q4: Would your company agree to the 2nd change proposed in R2-2211948?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree 
(proponent)
	Actually for broadcast and groupcast, we have already captured this kind of description in the specification. Similar wording should be added for unicast. 

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	The wording could be a bit improved “SL HARQ RTT timer can be set to different values for HARQ enabled and HARQ disabled transmissions”

	vivo
	See comments
	Although the change is correct, we slightly prefer No to the change, as the configured values are more related to the stage-3 singalling details.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	
	follow majority. This seems on the border of stage -2 and stage-3. 

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	Prefer suggested wording from Lenovo

	CATT
	Agree
	


Summary on Q4:
There are in total 9 companies proposed feedback. 7 companies agree with the change while 2 companies are fine to follow the majority. Since there is no obvious objection on this change, rapporteur would like to propose to agree with this change. 
(9, 0) Proposal 4: RAN2 agree to add the corresponding description that “For unicast, SL HARQ RTT timer can be set to different values to support both HARQ enabled and HARQ disabled transmissions.
3.2.3 3rd change: 
Reason for change: In the current specification, it is specified “A TX UE only assumes SL DRX for the destination L2 IDs when all the associated TX profiles correspond to support of SL DRX. A Tx UE assumes no SL DRX for the destination L2 ID if there is no associated TX profile.” However, this is not a TX UE-only behaviour, RX UE should also have the same assumption regarding the association between TX profiles and support of SL DRX;
Change: In section 16.9.6.3, delete “TX” from “A TX UE only assumes SL DRX for the destination L2 IDs when all the associated TX profiles correspond to support of SL DRX. A Tx UE assumes no SL DRX for the destination L2 ID if there is no associated TX profile.”;
	TX profile is introduced to ensure compatibility for groupcast and broadcast transmissions between UEs supporting/not-supporting SL DRX functionality. A TX profile is provided by upper layers to AS layer and identifies one or more sidelink feature group(s). Multiple TX profiles with the support of SL DRX and without the support of SL DRX can be associated to a destination L2 ID. A TX UE only assumes SL DRX for the destination L2 IDs when all the associated TX profiles correspond to support of SL DRX. A Tx UE assumes no SL DRX for the destination L2 ID if there is no associated TX profile. An RX UE determines that SL DRX is used if all destination L2 IDs of interest are assumed to support SL DRX. For groupcast, the UE reports each destination L2 ID and associated SL DRX on/off indication to the gNB.



Q5: Would your company agree to the 3rd change proposed in R2-2211948?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree 
(proponent)
	

	OPPO
	Disagree
	We understand the following sentence is for Rx UE, so Rx UE behavior is not missing:
An RX UE determines that SL DRX is used if all destination L2 IDs of interest are assumed to support SL DRX.
[xiaomi] just to clarify, the text copied by OPPO is about how RX UE determine whethter DRX should be enabled or not, i.e., this depends on if all the L2 IDs are assumed to support DRX.
But the provided correction is for a UE no matter TX or RX to determine whether DRX is enabled or not for a given L2 ID.
Genrally the logic is for a given L2 ID, whether DRX is applied or not depends on whether all the associated TX profile for this L2 ID is support of DRX, this justification should apply to both TX UE and RX UE. While for RX UE, it should further determine whether it should enable DRX for reception based on if all the L2 IDs of interest are assumed to support DRX. 
Without this correction, then how RX UE can determine whether DRX is applied or not for a given L2 ID? Furthermore, based on what can RX UE determine all the L2 IDs of interest are assumed to support DRX?

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Disagree
	We have the same understanding as OPPO.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	comments
	Question for clarification, if as the proponent explained, the sentence for RX UE would be like " A RX UE only assumes SL DRX for the destination L2 IDs when all the associated TX profiles correspond to support of SL DRX ". It is understood that RX UE wouldn't get the information of all the associated TX profiles from TX UE, right? If so, this sentence for RX UE would not be needed?
[Xiaomi] if you check Q8, SA2 already confirms that For a given destination L2 ID, all TX and RX UEs should be configured with the same set of TX profile(s).
So for a certain L2 ID, either TX UE or RX UE has the same understanding on the accociated TX profiles, there is no need for TX UE to indicate the information to RX UE. 
Also for your information, we had some offline with vivo and OPPO and now we understand our concern and would like to follow the majority view. 

	ZTE
	Can follow the majority view
	For concern from xiaomi, we think RX UE and TX UE should keep alignment for sidelink DRX active time. Therefore,both “RX UE” and “UE” are correct.

	Intel
	See comment
	We do not think it is a functional change if we remove “TX” from the text, since the procedures therein have are related to TX UE behavior. Anyway, we can support the change if majority prefers

	CATT
	Follow  majority view
	


Summary on Q5:
There are in total 9 companies proposed feedback. 3 companies agree with the change and after some offline discussion to clarify the issue with the objecting companies, they are fine to follow the majority view so there are in total 6 company fine to follow the majority. Since there is no obvious objection on this change, rapporteur would like to propose to agree with this change. 
(9, 0) Proposal 5: RAN2 agree to delete “TX” from “A TX UE only assumes SL DRX for the destination L2 IDs when all the associated TX profiles correspond to support of SL DRX. A Tx UE assumes no SL DRX for the destination L2 ID if there is no associated TX profile.”.
3.3 For changes in R2-2212717
3.3.1 1st change: discussed together with 1st change in R2-2211622
3.3.2 2nd change: 
Reason for change: The usage of default SL DRX configuration for groupcast/broadcast has three cases:
· Used for a QoS profile which is not mapped onto any non-default SL DRX configuration(s) (currently specified in clause 16.9.6.3)
· Used for reception of discovery message (currently specified in clause 16.9.6.1)
· Used for reception of DCR message (currently specified in clause 16.9.6.2)
Since the above three cases follows the same default SL DRX configuration for groupcast/broadcast, they should be specified by one paragraphy within the same subclause 16.9.6.3;
Change: In clause 16.9.6.1, make the following changes:
b)	remove the sentence “A default SL DRX configuration for groupcast/broadcast can be used for discovery message in sidelink discovery in clause 16.9.5 and for relay discovery messages in clause 16.12.3.”.
In clause 16.9.6.2, remove the sentence “A default SL DRX configuration for groupcast/broadcast can be used for DCR messages.”
In clause 16.9.6.3, make the following changes:
a)	merge the removed sentence by Change #1.b) and Change #2 into the same paragraph which describes the usage of default SL DRX configuration for groupcast/broadcast.;
	A default SL DRX configuration for groupcast/broadcast can be used for discovery message in sidelink discovery in clause 16.9.5 and for relay discovery messages in clause 16.12.3.
……
A default SL DRX configuration for groupcast/broadcast can be used for DCR messages.
……
A default SL DRX configuration, common between groupcast and broadcast, can be used for a QoS profile which is not mapped onto any non-default SL DRX configuration(s). The default SL DRX configuration for groupcast and broadcast can also be used for discovery message in sidelink discovery in clause 16.9.5 and relay discovery messages in clause 16.12.3, and for Direct Link Establishment Request message as specified in TS 24.587 [X].



[bookmark: OLE_LINK2][bookmark: OLE_LINK3]Q6: Would your company agree to the 2nd change proposed in R2-2212717?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Can follow the majority
	Not essential change. Fine to follow the majority. 

	OPPO
	See comment
	This has been discussed before, and it is preferred to capture them separately since they are for different cases (relay/UC/GC/BC);

	Ericsson 
	disagree
	As OPPO commented, the similar issue has been discussed before.

	Lenovo
	Agree
	Would be OK with this change

	vivo
	Agree
	Proponent. Since different  cases reuse the same default SL DRX configuration which is initially defined for groupcast and broadcast, wouldn’t it be better to capture them in one place for better understanding? 

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	Putting the descriptions together is also aligned with the approach in 38.331. 

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	Ok to follow majority

	CATT
	Can follow the majority
	Agree with the intention


Summary on Q6:
There are in total 9 companies proposed feedback. 5 companies agree with the change, 2 companies disagree and prefer to keep the original wording, 2 are fine to follow the majority. Rapporteur would like to propose to agree with this change. 
(7, 2) Proposal 6: RAN2 agree to merge the description on the usage of default SL DRX configuration into the same paragraph.
3.3.3 3rd change: 
Reason for change: TX profile is introduced to ensure compatibility between UEs supporting/not-supporting SL DRX functionality for the following two cases:
· Groupcast and broadcast communication 
· Unicast/broadcast-based communication of DCR message
Currently the 2nd case for transmission/reception of DCR message is missing and needs to be specified;
Change: In clause 16.9.6.3, make the following changes:
b)	add the usage of TX profile for unicast/broadcast-based communication of DCR message;
	TX profile is introduced to ensure compatibility for groupcast and broadcast transmissions communication, and unicast/broadcast based communication of Direct Link Establishment Request (TS 24.587 [X]) between UEs supporting/not-supporting SL DRX functionality.



[bookmark: OLE_LINK5][bookmark: OLE_LINK4]Q7: Would your company agree to the 3rd change proposed in R2-2212717?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree 
	Proponent.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree with comments
	If RAN2 agree this change, then this sentence should be moved to clause “16.9.6.1	General”. Since direct link establishment request is for unicast.

	Intel
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	


Summary on Q7:
There are in total 9 companies proposed feedback and all companies agree with the change.  
(9, 0) Proposal 7: RAN2 agree to add the usage of TX profile for unicast/broadcast-based communication of DCR message.

3.3.4 4th change: 
Reason for change: Accroding to the the Reply LS on Tx Profile is sent from SA2 to RAN2 (R2-2209349), the following RAN2 assumption has been confirmed by SA2. Therefore, capture this RAN2 assumption into the TS 38.300.
· RAN2 assumption: For a given L2 id, all TX and RX UEs should be configured with the same set of TX profile(s) (including DRX on/off)
Moreover, clarify that the UE determines SL DRX support as per a given destination Layer-2 ID;
Change: In clause 16.9.6.3, make the following changes:
c)	capture the RAN2 assumption: For a given L2 id, all TX and RX UEs should be configured with the same set of TX profile(s) (including DRX on/off).
d)	remove the plural of the destination L2 IDs and describe it as per a given destination Layer-2 ID;
	For a given destination L2 ID, all TX and RX UEs should be configured with the same set of TX profile(s). A TX UE only assumes SL DRX for the given destination L2 IDs when all the associated TX profiles correspond to support of SL DRX. A Tx UE assumes no SL DRX for the given destination L2 ID if there is no associated TX profile. An RX UE determines that SL DRX is used if all destination L2 IDs of interest are assumed to support SL DRX. For groupcast, the UE reports each destination L2 ID and associated SL DRX on/off indication to the gNB



Q8: Would your company agree to the 4th change proposed in R2-2212717?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	Proponent.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	


Summary on Q8:
There are in total 9 companies proposed feedback and all companies agree with the change.  
(9, 0) Proposal 8: RAN2 agree to capture that for a given L2 id, all TX and RX UEs should be configured with the same set of TX profile(s).

3.4 For changes in R2-2211565
3.4.1 1st change: 
Reason for change: In the clause 16.9.6.3 of TS 38.300, it is specified that an RX UE determines that SL DRX is used if all destination L2 IDs of interest are assumed to support SL DRX. However, for unicast, if one destination of unicast is not configured with SL DRX, in order to ensure the RX UE can receive the data successfully for this destination, the RX UE should consider that the SL DRX is not used.
Change: Add a description in clause 16.9.6.1 "General" that an RX UE determines that SL DRX is used if all destination L2 IDs of interest corresponding to groupcast/broadcast are assumed to support SL DRX and all destination corresponding to unicast is configured with SL DRX, and delete the description in clause 16.9.6.3 "Groupcast/Broadcast".
	A default SL DRX configuration for groupcast/broadcast can be used for discovery message in sidelink discovery in clause 16.9.5 and for relay discovery messages in clause 16.12.3.
An RX UE determines that SL DRX is used if all destination L2 IDs of interest corresponding to groupcast/broadcast and all destinations of interest corresponding to unicast are assumed to support SL DRX. 
TX profile is introduced to ensure compatibility for groupcast and broadcast transmissions between UEs supporting/not-supporting SL DRX functionality. A TX profile is provided by upper layers to AS layer and identifies one or more sidelink feature group(s). Multiple TX profiles with the support of SL DRX and without the support of SL DRX can be associated to a destination L2 ID. A TX UE only assumes SL DRX for the destination L2 IDs when all the associated TX profiles correspond to support of SL DRX. A Tx UE assumes no SL DRX for the destination L2 ID if there is no associated TX profile. An RX UE determines that SL DRX is used if all destination L2 IDs of interest are assumed to support SL DRX. For groupcast, the UE reports each destination L2 ID and associated SL DRX on/off indication to the gNB.



Q9: Would your company agree to the change proposed in R2-2211565?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Disagree 
	This “interest”condition is only applicable to groupcast and broadcast. For unicast only when the link is established, shall the UE consider whether DRX should be applied for this unicast or not depending on whether DRX is configured for this unicast or not. It does not make sense to consider DRX for a unicast which is only “interested” but not established.

	OPPO
	Disagree
	Nothing wrong for the current spec.

	Ericsson
	disagree
	The existing wording is already clear.

	Lenovo
	Disagree
	

	vivo
	Disagree
	Agree with above.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree (proponent)
	"of interest" for unicast might be an unfortunate choice of word. Would it correct to add " all destinations of interest corresponding to unicast... "?

	ZTE
	See comments
	We agree with the intention. But we do not think we need to differentiate cast type. We only need to move it to general clause.

	Intel
	Disagree
	Do not see how the change is essential

	CATT
	Disagree
	No need to change the spec.


Summary on Q9:
There are in total 9 companies proposed feedback and 8 disagree with the change. Considering there is no sufficient support, rapporteur would like to propose not agree with this change.   
(1, 8) Proposal 9: RAN2 does not agree to add a description in clause 16.9.6.1 "General" that an RX UE determines that SL DRX is used if all destination L2 IDs of interest corresponding to groupcast/broadcast are assumed to support SL DRX and all destination corresponding to unicast is configured with SL DRX, and delete the description in clause 16.9.6.3 "Groupcast/Broadcast".

4. Conclusion
(9, 0) Proposal 1: RAN2 agree to add the description of the SL active time in TS38.300 for UC establishment procedure and the initial RRCReconfiguration procedure. Detailed wording can be further discussed during phase 2.  
(9, 0) Proposal 2: RAN2 agree to add the condition that gNB needs to support SL DRX.
(9, 0) Proposal 3: RAN2 agree to add the corresponding UE behaviour to report the DRX configuration reject information if the TX UE is in RRC connected.
(9, 0) Proposal 4: RAN2 agree to add the corresponding description that “For unicast, SL HARQ RTT timer can be set to different values to support both HARQ enabled and HARQ disabled transmissions.
(9, 0) Proposal 5: RAN2 agree to delete “TX” from “A TX UE only assumes SL DRX for the destination L2 IDs when all the associated TX profiles correspond to support of SL DRX. A Tx UE assumes no SL DRX for the destination L2 ID if there is no associated TX profile.”.
(7, 2) Proposal 6: RAN2 agree to merge the description on the usage of default SL DRX configuration into the same paragraph.
(9, 0) Proposal 7: RAN2 agree to add the usage of TX profile for unicast/broadcast-based communication of DCR message.
(9, 0) Proposal 8: RAN2 agree to capture that for a given L2 id, all TX and RX UEs should be configured with the same set of TX profile(s).
(1, 8) Proposal 9: RAN2 does not agree to add a description in clause 16.9.6.1 "General" that an RX UE determines that SL DRX is used if all destination L2 IDs of interest corresponding to groupcast/broadcast are assumed to support SL DRX and all destination corresponding to unicast is configured with SL DRX, and delete the description in clause 16.9.6.3 "Groupcast/Broadcast".

