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1. Overall Description:

RAN2 has made the following agreements related to resource selection at the TX UE when communicating with RX UE(s) in DRX and would like to inform RAN1 of these agreements.

Firstly, RAN2 agreed the following about the TX UE:
· For unicast, the UE maintains a set of SL DRX timers per pair of source Layer-2 ID and destination Layer-2 ID, and per direction.  For groupcast/broadcast, the TX UE maintains a set of timers corresponding to the SL DRX timers in the RX UE for the destination L2 ID.  The UE uses the timers as part of the criterion for determining the allowable transmission time for the RX UE.  
· For transmissions to RX UE(s) using SL DRX operation, LCP restrictions ensure that a TX UE transmits data in the active time of the RX UE(s).




Furthermore, in RAN2#115-e, RAN2 made the following agreements:

Agreements:

When data is available for transmission to one or more RX UE in DRX, TX UE selects the resources taking into account the active time (current or future) of the RX UE(s) determined by the timers maintained at the TX UE.  Details are FFS. FFS whether RAN1 or RAN2 implement this restriction. 

For unicast, the TX UE selects the resources for the initial transmission associated with any active time (e.g. on duration timer or inactivity timer, or retransmission timer) at the RX UE. How to handle cases when a transmission may cause these timers to be running at the RX UE is FFS. FFS on groupcast. FFS on whether any spec impact.

For unicast, the TX UE can select the resources for the retransmission associated with any active time (e.g. on duration timer or inactivity timer, or retransmission timer) at the RX UE.  How to handle cases when a transmission may cause these timers to be running at the RX UE is FFS. FFS on groupcast. FFS on whether any spec impact.

For broadcast, the TX UE can select the resources for the initial transmission associated with any active time supported by broadcast (i.e. on duration) at the RX UE. 

For broadcast, the TX UE can select the resources for the retransmission associated with any active time supported by broadcast (i.e. on duration) at the RX UE.

2. Actions:

To RAN WG1:
ACTION: 
RAN2 kindly asks RAN1 to take the above agreements into account and inform RAN2 if any concerns.
 

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG2 Meetings:

TSG-RAN WG2 #116-e 


Nov 01 – 12 2021
        Electronic Meeting

TSG-RAN WG2 #117


Feb 21 – 25 2022
        Athens
�OPPO: We didn’t see the need for CC SA2


�OPPO: The agreements are modified (the original agreements are only about inactivity timer), we should stick to the agreements made in RAN2:


12:	For unicast, the TX UE maintains a timer corresponding to the SL Inactivity timer in the RX UE for each pair of src/dest L2 ID, and uses the timer as part of criterion for determining the allowable transmission time for the RX UE.


17:	As a baseline, agreements 7-13 inclusive are applied to SL inactivity timer for groupcast, with the difference that “src/dest L2 ID pair” is replaced with “groupcast L2 destination ID or src/dest L2 id pair” (dependent on the conclusion of proposal 17).  Any specific handling which may be needed for synchronization of inactivity timers for the groupcast case is FFS.





29:	RAN2 assumes LCP enhancements for ensuring a TX UE transmits data in the active time of an RX UE are needed. FFS on the resource (re)selection enhancements (e.g. limiting the resources to the active time for peer UE).





�Rapp: For 12 and 17, while I agree that the agreements are modified somewhat, we have also generalized these agreements in the Stage 2 CR, so these modified agreements are more inline with the running CR (which gives RAN1 a more clear picture).





For 29 – the FFS point was resolved in the agreement below.  Is it necessary to include it?


�Typo


�LG: To clearly indicate the RAN1's action for RAN2 LS (agreements), we propose the following modification. 


�Wang Min-> we prefer to the original wording drafted by Rapp, which is more aligned with the scope of the email discussion, as the following.





Inform RAN1 of RAN1 related RAN2 agreements (including candidate resource selection aspect) and ask RAN1 to take into account for their specification works.











In addition, LG referred agreement is already listed in the overall description, which is sufficient. 


�LG: As I remember from yesterday's online meeting, the LS to be sent to RAN1 was to clearly indicate the intention that RAN2 would like to receive from RAN1, rather than just indicate the RAN2's agreements.


As the session chair mentioned yesterday, LS should be written so that RAN1 can discuss the following based on RAN2's agreements.


 option 1. The physical layer can inform the MAC layer by setting the candidate resource set taking into account the DRX Active time determined by the MAC.


 Option 2. The physical layer decides any set of candidate resources without considering the DRX active time determined by the MAC layer, informs the MAC layer of it, and lets the MAC layer select the resource considering the DRX active time.





Therefore, LG has suggested revising the action part of the LS (_v04_LG) so that this meaning can be indicated.





