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1 Introduction

This document is a report on the following email discussion:
· [AT122][502][V2X/SL] 38.300 corrections (Xiaomi)


Scope: Discuss R2-2305225, R2-2304844, R2-2305111, and R2-2305112 (including the need of correction). Prepare agreeable merged CR (if needed) 


Intended outcome: Discussion summary in R2-2306704 and 38.300 CR in R2-2306705  

Deadline: Email approval at 5/25 18:00 (KST)

2 Contact Information

	Company
	Name
	Email Address

	Xiaomi
	Li Zhao
	zhaoli6@xiaomi.com

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

	Intel
	Ansab Ali
	ansab.ali@intel.com

	OPPO
	Bingxue Leng
	lengbingxue@oppo.com

	Nokia
	Jakob Buthler
	Jakob.buthler@nokia.com

	CATT
	Hao Xu
	xuhao@catt.cn

	Sharp
	Chongming Zhang
	Chongming.zhang@cn.sharp-world.com

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

	Lenovo
	Jing Han
	Hanjing8@lenovo.com

	ZTE
	Weiqiang DU
	du.weiqiang2@zte.com.cn

	Apple
	Zhibin Wu
	Zhibin_wu@Apple.com

	Qualcomm
	Qing Li
	qinli@qti.qualcomm.com

	Samsung
	Hyunjeong Kang
	hyunjeong.kang@samsung.com

	MediaTek Inc
	Ming-Yuan Cheng
	ming-yuan.cheng@mediatek.com

	vivo
	Jing Liang
	liangjing@vivo.com


3 Discussion

3.1 R2-2305225

Reason for change: For groupcast and broadcast, RX UE may report the Destination Layer-2 ID and QoS profile associated with its interested service that sidelink DRX is applied, which is similar as the report of DRX on/off indication but missing in the current stage 2 specification.

Proposed change:

[image: image1.png]»16.9.6.3 Groupcast/Broadcast .

For groupcast/broadcast, SL DRX is configured commonly among multiple UEs based on QoS profile and Destination
L2 ID. Multiple SL. DRX configurations can be supported for each of groupcast/broadcast. .

SL on-duration timer, SL inactivity-timer, SL HARQ RTT and SL retransmission timers are supported for groupcast.
Only SL on-duration timer is supported for broadcast. SL DRX cycle, SL on-duration, and SL inactivity timer (only for
groupcast) are configured per QoS profile. The starting offset and slot offset of the SL. DRX cycle is determined based
on the destination L2 ID. The SL HARQ RTT timer (only for groupcast) and S HARQ retransmission timer (only for
groupcast) are not configured per QoS profile or per destination L2 ID. For groupcast, the RX UE maintains a SL
inactivity timer for each destination L2 ID, and selects the largest SL inactivity timer value if multiple SL inactivity
timer values associated with different QoS profiles are configured for that L2 ID. For groupcast and broadcast, the RX
UE maintains a single SL. DRX cycle (selected as the smallest S DRX cycle of any QoS profile of that L2 ID) and
single SL on-duration (selected as the largest SL on-duration of any QoS profile of that .2 ID) for each destination L2
ID when multiple QoS profiles are configured for that L2 ID. For groupcast and broadcast, when the RX UE is in
RRC _CONNECTED, the RX UE can report the Destination Layer-2 ID and QoS profile associated with its interested
services that sidelink DRX is applied to the gNB. .





Q1: Would your company agree to the correction in R2-2305225?

	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree 
	

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	See comment
	Not critical issue, this is clear in stage-3 spec already, we don’t need to capture every thing in stage-2 again.

	Nokia
	No
	We think that this level of detail is not needed in stage-2 spec

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Sharp
	agree
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	follow majority view
	The same descritpion is already in RRC spec. 

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	No
	Not essential change for stage-2 spec.

	Apple
	No
	We are not sure the added sentence is phrased correctly. We may need check 331 to see whether any changes are needed for RRC spec if the same sentence is also there.

	Qualcomm
	No
	Don’t see the need for such change in stage 2

	Samsung
	No
	We share the view that for stage-2 spec, the same description in RRC specification is not needed.

	MediaTek
	No
	Not essential change for stage-2 spec

	vivo
	Agree
	But we can follow the majority view


[Rapp summary]

There are in total 15 companies providing the feedback and the detailed ratio is shown as below:

Agree: 7
Disagree: 7

Follow majority: 1
Rapporteur’s view: based on the feedback, there is no clear majority view on whether to support the change or not. Considering the other cases to report to the NW e.g., DRX configuration, on/off indication are also captured in stage 2, it is better to include this missing case. However the consideration from the other side is also valid. Since there is no clear support, it is proposed to not agree with the change. 

Proposal 1: RAN2 does not agree with the correction in R2-2305225.
3.2 R2-2304844

Reason for 1st change: According to 38.321, the active time of RX UE(s) at TX UE is not only determined by the timers (e.g. SL on-duration timer(s), SL inactivity-timer(s) or SL retransmission timer(s)) maintained in the TX UE, but also includes time determined specifically by certain procedures, e.g. the time between 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, for which no timers are maintained. Therefore, such limitation that the active time of RX UE(s) is determined by the timers maintained at the TX UE should be deleted.
Proposed change: 

[image: image2.png]. 16.9.6.1 General .

Sidelink supports SL. DRX for unicast, groupcast, and broadcast. Similar parameters as defined in clause 11 for Uu (on-
duration, inactivity-timer, retransmission-timer, cycle) are defined for SL to determine the SL active time for SL DRX.
During the SL active time, the UE performs SCI monitoring for data reception (i.e., PSCCH and 2™ stage SCI on
PSSCH). The UE may skip monitoring of SCI for data reception during SL. DRX inactive time. .

The actual parameters supported for each cast type (unicast, groupcast, broadcast) are specified in the following clauses. .

The SL active time of the RX UE includes the timle 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. .

The TX UE maintains a set of timers corresponding to the SL DRX timers in the RX UE(s) for each pair of
source/destination L2 ID for unicast or destination L2 ID for groupcast/broadcast. When data is available for
transmission to one or more RX UE(s) configured with SL DRX, the TX UE selects resources taking into account the
active time of the RX UE(s)-determined by the timers-maintained-at the TOCUE. .





Q2: Would your company agree to the 1st correction in R2-2304844?

	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree 
	

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Sharp
	agree
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree (proponent)
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Samsung
	Agree
	

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	


[Rapp summary]

There are in total 15 companies providing the feedback and the detailed ratio is shown as below:

Agree: 15
Rapporteur’s view: based on the feedback, all companies support the proposed change. 

Proposal 2: RAN2 agree with the 1st correction in R2-2304844.
Reason for 2nd change: SL DRX for unicast is configured per direction for a connection, such statement should be added to be aligned with other sentences in corresponding clauses

Proposed change: 
[image: image3.png]. 16.9.6.2 Unicast .
For unicast, S DRX is configured per pair of source L2 ID and destination L2 ID for each direction. .

The UE maintains a set of SL DRX timers for each direction per pair of source L2 ID and destination L2 ID. The SL
DRX configuration for a pair of source/destination L2 IDs for a direction may be negotiated between the UEs in the AS
layer. For SL DRX configuration of each direction, where one UE is the TX UE and the other is the RX UE: .




Q3: Would your company agree to the 2nd correction in R2-2304844?

	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	See comment
	In our understanding, the pair of source L2 ID and destination L2 ID already includes the direction attribute, e.g., A->B and B->A are two different pairs. But OK to follow majority’s view. 

	Ericsson
	disagree
	Agree with xiaomi comments, the direction is already reflected by the pair of the L2 IDs

	Intel
	
	We think it is not essential to add this, but we are ok to follow majority view

	OPPO
	Disagree
	Agree with Rapporteur, the “per pair of source L2 ID and destination L2 ID” already means “per-direction”

	Nokia
	Disagree
	Agree with Rapporteur

	CATT
	See comment
	We think “for each direction per pair of source L2 ID and destination L2 ID” in the follow paragraph, also reflect the purpose, it is not essential issue.

	Sharp
	
	Not an essential issue. We can go with majority view.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree (proponent)
	fine if majority thinks this is already clear.

	Lenovo
	Disagree
	Agree with Xiaomi comments, the direction is already reflected by the pair of the L2 IDs

	ZTE
	Disagree
	Same view with Xiaomi.

	Apple
	No strong view
	

	Qualcomm
	Disagree
	A pair of Source ID & Destination ID defines a direction from the Source to the Destination.

	Samsung
	Disagree
	Same view as Xiaomi

	MediaTek
	Disagree
	Same view as Xiaomi

	vivo
	Agree
	The second paragraph of Section 16.9.6.2 explicit indicate the SL DRX configuration is for a pair of source/destination L2 IDs for a direction. It is okay to keep consistent in the first paragraph.

But also ok to follow the majority.


[Rapp summary]

There are in total 15 companies providing the feedback and the detailed ratio is shown as below:

Agree: 2

Disagree: 10

Follow majority: 3
Rapporteur’s view: based on the feedback, companies have common understanding that the direction is already reflected by the pair of the L2 IDs. The proposed correction is not an essential correction. 

Proposal 3: RAN2 does not agree with the 2nd correction in R2-2304844.
Reason for 3rd change: According to 38.331, the assistance information for SL DRX contains SL DRX slot offset, which is missing in current 38.300.

Proposed change:

[image: image4.png]- RX UE may send assistance information, which includes its desired SL on-duration timer, SL DRX start offset,
SL DRX slot offset, and SL DRX cycle, to the TX UE and the mode 2 TX UE may use it to determine the SL
DRX configuration for the RX UE; .





Q4: Would your company agree to the 3rd correction in R2-2304844?

	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Sharp
	Agree
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree (proponent)
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Samsung
	Agree
	

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	


[Rapp summary]

There are in total 15 companies providing the feedback and the detailed ratio is shown as below:

Agree: 15

Rapporteur’s view: based on the feedback, all companies agree with the proposed change.

Proposal 4: RAN2 agree with the 3rd correction in R2-2304844.
3.3 R2-2305111

Reason for change: The two terminologies “UE-A” and “UE-B” are used in the description texts on IUC. However, the two terminologies are not defined, and therefore should be avoided being used.

Proposed change:

[image: image5.png]»16.9.8 Inter-UE Coordination (IUC).

The SL UE can support inter-UE coordination (IUC) in Mode 2, whereby a UE-A sends information about resources to
a peer UE-B, which the peer UE-B then uses for resource (re)selection. The following schemes of inter-UE coordination
are supported: .

- IUC scheme 1, where the IUC information sent from a UE-A to a peer UE-B is the preferred or non-preferred
resources for the peer UE-B's transmission, and .

- IUC scheme 2, where the IUC information sent from a UE-A to a peer UE-B is the presence of
expected/potential resource conflict on the resources indicated by the peer UE-B's SCI. .

In scheme 1, the transmission of IUC information from a UE-A can be triggered by a condition at this UE, or by an
explicit request from a peer UE-B-orbya-—cendition-at UE-A. The UE-A determines the set of resources reserved by
other UEs or slots where the UE-A;, when it is the intended receiver of the peer UE-B, does not expect to perform SL
reception from the peer UE-B due to half-duplex operation. The UE-A uses these resources as the set of non-preferred
resources, or excludes these resources to determine a set of preferred resources and sends the preferred/non-preferred
resources to_the peer UE-B. Regarding the IUC information received from the UE, the peer UE-B's resources for
resource (re)selection can be based on both the peer UE-B's sensing results (if available) and the [UC information
reeetvedfromUE-A, or it can be based only on the IUC informationreeeivedfromrBE-A. For scheme 1, MAC CE and
second-stage SCI or MAC CE only can be used to send IUC information. For transmission of the explicit request and
reporting for IUC information in unicast manner is supported. For I[UC information transmission triggered by a
condition other than the explicit request, the IUC information indicating preferred resource set is transmitted in unicast
manner, and the IUC information indicating non-preferred resource set is transmitted in unicast, groupcast or broadcast

manner. .

In scheme 2, a UE-A determines the expected/potential resource conflict within the resources indicated by a peer UE-
B's SCI as either resources reserved by other UEs and identified by the UE-A: as fully/partially overlapping with the
resources indicated by the peer UE-B's SCI, or as slots where the UE-A is the intended receiver of the peer UE-B and
does not expect to perform SL reception on those slots due to half-duplex operation. The peer UE-B uses the conflicting
resources to determine the resources to be reselected and exclude the conflicting resources from the reselected
resources. For scheme 2, PSFCH is used to send IUC information. .




Q5: Would your company agree to the correction in R2-2305111?

	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	Agree (proponent)
	

	Intel
	Disagree
	We do not think there is strong justification for the change as the text is clear even if we use UE A or B terminology



	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Disagree
	We do not see a big reason for this change at this stage, as nothing is broken.

	CATT
	
	Follow the majority view.

	Sharp
	Agree
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Disagree
	Not essential change. And “UE-A/B” is also used in 38.331/321/213. To align with other spec, it better to keep “UE-A/B”.

	Apple
	Agree (proponent)
	

	Qualcomm
	Comment
	Our concern is that such change may be propagated to other specs (RAN2 & RAN1).

	Samsung
	Agree
	

	MediaTek
	No strong view
	

	vivo
	Disagree
	Agree with ZTE it can be more clear.


[Rapp summary]

There are in total 14 companies providing the feedback and the detailed ratio is shown as below:

Agree: 8

Disagree: 3
Follow majority: 2
One company has concern on the impact on other specs (RAN1&RAN2)

Rapporteur’s view: based on the feedback, there is a majority support on the proposed change. 

Proposal 5: RAN2 agree with the correction in R2-2305111.
3.4 R2-2305112

Reason for change: RAN1 has made the below agreement regarding IUC Scheme 1.

For Scheme 1, unicast is supported for an explicit request transmission for inter-UE coordination information

· Unicast is used for the inter-UE coordination information transmission triggered by the explicit request

From the above agreement, it is seen that both IUC explicit request and IUC reporting triggered by the explicit request are transmitted in unicast manner.

However, the corresponding text of clause 16.9.8 in 38.300 is not clear.

Proposed change:

[image: image6.png].16.9.8 Inter-UE Coordination (IUC).

The SL UE can support inter-UE coordination (IUC) in Mode 2, whereby a UE-A sends information about resources to UE-B, which UE-B then uses for resource (re)selection.
The following schemes of inter-UE coordination are supported: .

- TUC scheme 1, where the IUC information sent from a UE-A to a UE-B is the preferred or non-preferred resources for UE-B's transmission, and .
- TUC scheme 2, where the IUC information sent from a UE-A to a UE-B is the presence of expected/potential resource conflict on the resources indicated by UE-B's SCI. .

In scheme 1, the transmission of IUC information from UE-A can be triggered by an explicit request from UE-B, or by a condition at UE-A. UE-A determines the set of resources
reserved by other UEs or slots where UE-A, when it is the intended receiver of UE-B, does not expect to perform SL reception from UE-B due to half-duplex operation. UE-A
uses these resources as the set of non-preferred resources, or excludes these resources to determine a set of preferred resources and sends the preferred/non-preferred resources to
UE-B. UE-B's resources for resource (re)selection can be based on both UE-B's sensing results (if available) and the IUC information received from UE-A, or it can be based only
on IUC 1nformat10n received from UE- A For scheme 1, MAC CE and second-stage SCI or MAC CE only can be used to send IUC information. Eertransmission-of the-exphett—

questand reporting A manneris-supporte é-For IUC information transmission triggered by an explicit request, both the explicit request and the TUC
mformatlon are transmltted in umcast manner. For IUC mformatlon transmission triggered by a condition other than the explicit request, the IUC information indicating preferred
resource set is transmitted in unicast manner, and the IUC information indicating non-preferred resource set is transmitted in unicast, groupcast or broadcast manner. .

In scheme 2, UE-A determines the expected/potential resource conflict within the resources indicated by UE-B's SCI as either resources reserved by other UEs and identified by
UE-A as fully/partially overlapping with the resources indicated by UE-B's SCI, or as slots where UE-A is the intended receiver of UE-B and does not expect to perform SL
reception on those slots due to half-duplex operation. UE-B uses the conflicting resources to determine the resources to be reselected and exclude the conflicting resources from
the reselected resources. For scheme 2, PSFCH is used to send IUC information. .




Q6: Would your company agree to the correction in R2-2305112?

	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree 
	The original wording is not that readable.  

	Ericsson
	Agree (proponent)
	

	Intel
	Agree
	We think the wording improvement is acceptable, i.e. we assume no change in functionality/procedure

	OPPO
	See comments
	Can follow majority view

	Nokia
	Slightly disagree with importance
	But can follow majority

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Sharp
	Agree
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	The orignial sentence is difficult to read.

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Disagree
	Not essential change. But can follow majority

	Apple
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Samsung
	Agree
	

	MediaTek
	Follow majority
	

	vivo
	Agree
	


[Rapp summary]

There are in total 15 companies providing the feedback and the detailed ratio is shown as below:

Agree: 11
Disagree: 1

Follow majority: 3
Rapporteur’s view: based on the feedback, there is a majority support on the proposed change. 

Proposal 6: RAN2 agree with the correction in R2-2305112.
3.5 R2-2305057

Reason for 1st change: “NR Sidelink communication” is defined to cover both V2X services and ProSe services, however the description of the cell reselection priority in clause 16.9.4.3 only mentioned “UE interested in V2X services” and left the behavior of “UE interested in ProSe services” unspecified.

Proposed change:

[image: image7.png].16.9.4.3 Control of idle/inactive UEs .

The UE in RRC IDLE or RRC INACTIVE performs NR sidelink communication and/or V2X sidelink
communication, as configured by the upper layers. NG-RAN may provide common sidelink configuration to the UE in
RRC IDLE or RRC INACTIVE via system information for NR sidelink communication and/or V2X sidelink
communication. UE receives resource pool configuration and SL DRB configuration via SIB12 for NR sidelink
communication as specified in TS 38.331 [12], and/or resource pool configuration via SIB13 and SIB14 for V2X
sidelink communication as specified in TS 38.331 [12]. .

When the UE performs cell reselection, the UE interested in V2X service(s) considers at least whether NR sidelink
communication and/or V2X sidelink communication are supported by the cell. The UE may consider the following
carrier frequency as the highest priority frequency, except for the carrier only providing the anchor carrier: .

- the frequency providing both NR sidelink communication configuration and V2X sidelink communication
configuration, if configured to perform both NR sidelink communication and V2X sidelink communication; -

- the frequency providing NR sidelink communication configuration, if configured to perform only NR sidelink
communication. .

- the frequency providing V2X sidelink communication configuration, if configured to perform only V2X sidelink
communication. .

When the UE performs cell reselection, the UE interested in ProSe service(s) considers at least whether NR sidelink
communication are supported by the cell. The UE may consider the carrier frequency providing NR sidelink
communication configuration as the highest priority frequency, except for the carrier only providing the anchor carrier. .





Q7: Would your company agree to the 1st correction in R2-2305057?

	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree 
	 

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Sharp
	Agree
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree (proponent)
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Samsung
	Agree
	

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	


[Rapp summary]

There are in total 15 companies providing the feedback and the detailed ratio is shown as below:

Agree: 15

Rapporteur’s view: based on the feedback, all companies agree with the proposed change. 

Proposal 7: RAN2 agree with the 1st correction in R2-2305057.
Reason for 2nd change: “Sidelink discovery” is not a term defined in clause 3 in TS 38.300, only “NR sidelink discovery” term is defined to cover both non-relay and relay cases., so we cannot assume “sidelink discovery” is equivalent to non-relay discovery. So, it is better to clarify the “non-relay” part in the sentence in 16.9.5.

Proposed change:
[image: image8.png].16.9.5 Sidelink Discovery .
The UE may perform NR sidelink discovery while in-coverage or out-of-coverage for non-relay operation. .

The Relay discovery mechanism described in clause 16.12.3 (except the U2N Relay specific threshold based discovery
message transmission and U2N Relay specific resource allocation mode restriction) is also applied to non-relay sidelink

discovery. .




Q8: Would your company agree to the 2nd correction in R2-2305057?

	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Disagree
	We have sidelink discovery definition in stage 2 spec already. No need to explicit indicate “non-relay”.

[image: image9.png]NR sidelink discovery: AS functionality enabling
for Proximity based Services as defined in TS 23.304 [48] between two or more nearby UEs, using NR
technology but not traversing any network node. .





	Ericsson
	disagree
	Agree with xiaomi

	Intel
	Disagree
	Same view as Xiaomi

	OPPO
	Agree
	Can follow majority view

	Nokia
	Disagree
	

	CATT
	Disagree
	Same view as Xiaomi.

	Sharp
	disagree
	Share the same view with Xiaomi

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Disagree
	

	Lenovo
	Disagree
	We think original wording is clear enough. 

	ZTE
	Disagree
	

	Apple
	Agree (proponent)
	We are fine to follow majority view if companies think “non-relay” part is already clear. 

	Qualcomm
	Disagree
	Share Xiaomi’s view on changing “Sidelink discovery” to “non-relay sidelink discovery”.

	Samsung
	Disagree
	Share the view with Xiaomi

	MediaTek
	Disagree
	

	vivo
	Disagree
	


[Rapp summary]

There are in total 15 companies providing the feedback and the detailed ratio is shown as below:

Agree: 2

Disagree: 13

Rapporteur’s view: based on the feedback, a majority companies does not support the proposed change. We already have clear definition on NR sidelink discovery to include the non-relay case. 

Proposal 8: RAN2 does not agree with the 2nd correction in R2-2305057.
Reason for 3rd change: U2N remote UE only use mode 2 for sidelink discovery transmissions but this restriction is not applicable to non-relay discovery, which has not been included in the exceptions mentioned in 16.9.5.

Proposed change:

[image: image10.png].16.9.5 Sidelink Discovery .
The UE may perform NR sidelink discovery while in-coverage or out-of-coverage for non-relay operation. .

The Relay discovery mechanism described in clause 16.12.3 (except the U2N Relay specific threshold based discovery
message transmission and U2N Relay specific resource allocation mode restriction) is also applied to non-relay sidelink

discovery. .




Q9: Would your company agree to the 3rd correction in R2-2305057?

	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	Intel
	Agree
	

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Sharp
	Agree
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree (proponent)
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Samsung
	
	We are confused whether the question 9 is for 2nd change of the tdoc or 3rd change of the tdoc.

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	


[Rapp summary]

There are in total 15 companies providing the feedback and the detailed ratio is shown as below:

Agree: 15

Rapporteur’s view: based on the feedback, all companies agree with the proposed change. 

Proposal 8: RAN2 agree with the 3rd correction in R2-2305057.
Reason for 4th change: Both “SL retransmission timer” and “SL HARQ retransmission timer” are used in the clauses for SL-DRX, which may be misunderstood that those are two different types of ReTx timers used for SL-DRX. The names needs to be aligned.

Proposed change:

[image: image11.png]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 HARO 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. .




Q10: Would your company agree to the 4th correction in R2-2305057?

	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Further comments

	Xiaomi
	Agree
	

	Ericsson
	agree
	

	Intel
	
	No strong view

	OPPO
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Can follow majority
	But not really needed in our view

	CATT
	Agree
	

	Sharp
	Agree
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	

	Lenovo
	Agree
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree (proponent)
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	

	Samsung
	Agree
	The change referred in the quesiton is the 3rd change in R2-2305057. We are also fine with the 4th change in the same document.

	MediaTek
	Agree
	

	vivo
	Agree
	


[Rapp summary]

There are in total 15 companies providing the feedback and the detailed ratio is shown as below:

Agree: 13

Follow majority: 2

Rapporteur’s view: based on the feedback, there is a majority support on the proposed change. 

Proposal 9: RAN2 agree with the 4th correction in R2-2305057.
4 Conclusion

We have the following proposals:
Proposal 1: RAN2 does not agree with the correction in R2-2305225.
Proposal 2: RAN2 agree with the 1st correction in R2-2304844.
Proposal 3: RAN2 does not agree with the 2nd correction in R2-2304844.
Proposal 4: RAN2 agree with the 3rd correction in R2-2304844.
Proposal 5: RAN2 agree with the correction in R2-2305111.
Proposal 6: RAN2 agree with the correction in R2-2305112.
Proposal 7: RAN2 agree with the 1st correction in R2-2305057.
Proposal 8: RAN2 agree with the 3rd correction in R2-2305057.
Proposal 9: RAN2 agree with the 4th correction in R2-2305057.
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