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1. Overall Description:
In RAN2#115-e meeting, RAN2 decided to introduce Tx profile and thus made the following agreement. The TX profile is at least used for Rel-17 UE to know whether it should apply SL DRX or not, considering Rel-16 UE does not support SL DRX.	Comment by CATT-xuhao: It would be appreciated some background information can be added. e.g. the intention of designing Tx profile. Thanks.	Comment by Ericsson: Wang Min-> agree with CATT. Some necessary background information would be useful.	Comment by Xiaomi (Xing): We also suggest to add some brief introduction. At least, the intention to introduce TX profile is helpful for SA2’s understanding.  	Comment by vivo(Jing): Agree with Xiaomi. At least the following intention can be clarified:
The TX profile is used for Rel-17 RX UE to know whether it should apply DRX for not missing any packet from TX UE who may transmit packets at any time because of Rel-16 or non-DRX service.
Detail wording can be up to rapporteur. 	Comment by OPPO (Qianxi): See above.	Comment by Lenovo (Jing): Agree to add background information relates to the intention of introduce Tx profile	Comment by OPPO (Qianxi): OK, some brief description added for companies further check.
Agreements on TX profiles:
1: 	For GC/BC, TX profile is introduced in Rel-17 for sidelink enhancement. FFS whether a TX profile identifies a Release, or one or more sidelink feature groups.
2:	RAN2 understand a service type can be mapped to a TX profile, i.e. V2X and ProSe. 
3:	A TX profile is indicated from upper layer to AS layer. FFS whether a TX profile needs to be provided with service type information or L2 id.
4:	For GC/BC, a Rel-17 TX UE shall only assume SL DRX for the RX UEs when the associated TX profile corresponding to support of SL DRX. FFS whether a TX profile needs to be provided with service type information or L2 id.
5:	For GC/BC only communication, a Rel-17 RX UE determines SL DRX is used if all service types/L2 ids of interest have an associated TX profile corresponding to support of SL DRX. A Rel-17 RX UE enables SL DRX operation for a service type/L2 id with the associated TX profile.
6:	For UC, for SL transmissions after PC5-RRC connection is established, no backward compatibility issue of SL DRX is assumed, i.e. backward compatibility is handled based on PC5-RRC UE capability signalling.
7:	Send an LS to SA2 to inform them of the RAN2 agreements related to TX profile.


2. Actions:
To SA2: RAN2 respectfully requests SA2 to perform the following actions	Comment by Ericsson: Wang Min-> I have suggested wording changes	Comment by vivo(Jing): Seems original wording is more simplified. But no strong view.
1) Send feedback to RAN2 if any concern on the agreements above; 
2) Take the above agreements into account in the future work if no concern.	Comment by ZTE: Suggest that SA2 shall also send feedback to RAN2 if they have no concern. Otherwise, if RAN2 get no feedback from them in next meeting, we are not sure whether they have agreed this LS or they have not handled this LS.	Comment by OPPO (Qianxi): “feedback if concern” is the normal ways-of-working to save unnecessary LS exchange.. and I do not see a risk from “they have not handled this LS..”.. so far no other comment on this point yet, so I tend to keep the shape as it is.

3. Dates of Next TSG-RAN WG2 Meetings:
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #116-e	1 November– 12 November 2021	eMeeting
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #117	21 February – 25 February 2022	Athens, GR
