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Introduction
This contribution further discusses the remaining issues in the V2X QoS scope.
Discussions 
Issue 1: The future window for CR
At last meeting, it is agreed that the parameter b in the CR window is 0 or a positive integer, and the future window for CR n+b shall not exceed the last transmission opportunity of the grant for the current transmission. The common understanding is that the transmission opportunities of the grant for current transmission can be calculated in CR evaluation. In case of HARQ based retransmission, for the resources reserved by previous SCI but then released due to ACK feedback, an unclear question is whether the resource should be counted in CR evaluation. If following another RAN1 agreement that UE evaluates CR and applies CR_limit for every (re)transmission [1], when ACK was received, the current grant should be released. Naturally, those resources reserved by previous SCI but released due to ACK feedback should not be counted in CR evaluation.
[bookmark: _Toc40435262]The resources reserved by previous SCI but released due to ACK feedback are not counted in CR evaluation.
Issue 2: Reporting CBR to gNB
RAN1 #97 meeting agreed following [2]:
Agreements:
· Higher-layer reporting of CBR to the gNB is supported for RRC_CONNECTED UEs.
In the agreement, one issue which needs to be clarified is whether the CBR here refers to only NR SL-CBR or both NR SL-CBR and LTE SL-CBR. Besides reporting NR SL-CBR, reporting LTE SL-CBR to gNB is beneficial for NR Uu controlling LTE sidelink. Consequently we give the following proposal:
[bookmark: _Toc40435258]Both NR SL-CBR and LTE SL-CBR can be reported to the gNB for RRC_CONNECTED UEs.
Issue 3: SPS resource reservation
In Feature Lead’s summary in RAN1#100-emeeting [1], one issue is listed but not discussed on whether SPS resource reservation can be disabled based on congestion control. From our understanding, whether to use SPS resource reservation is mostly depending on traffic type, and there is no necessity to bind the SPS resource reservation and congestion control together. If a UE has to transmit periodic traffic, the most efficient resource allocation for periodic traffic is a semi-persistent resource allocation and it is beneficial for other UE’s sensing. If the SPS resource reservation was disabled due to congestion control, the TB would be transmitted in one-shot opportunity instead of semi-persistent occasions under the CR mechanism. In such case, the benefit of SPS resource reservation for sensing would be lost. Therefore, it is not necessary to restrict that SPS resource reservation is disabled by congestion control.
[bookmark: _Toc40435259]Rel-16 V2X does not support the function of disabling semi-persistent resource reservation by congestion control. 
Conclusion
Based on the discussion, the following observation and proposals are given:
Observation 1:	The resources reserved by previous SCI but released due to ACK feedback are not counted in CR evaluation.

Proposal 1:	Both NR SL-CBR and LTE SL-CBR can be reported to the gNB for RRC_CONNECTED UEs.
Proposal 2:	Rel-16 V2X does not support the function of disabling semi-persistent resource reservation by congestion control.
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