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Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk510705081]In the LS [1] RAN4 asks if the agreement to not define PEMAX,c for S-SSB configured Tx Power in TS38.101-1 has any impact to RAN1 or RAN2.
In this contribution we provide our views on the issue discussed in the RAN4 LS and propose answer to the question in the LS.

Discussion
When S-SSB based synchronization is used and a UE has to select its synchronization source between two equal priority S-SSB transmissions, the UE selects the S-SSB with higher RSRP. If UEs with different power classes exists in the V2X carrier, then the S-SSB with the highest RSRP is not necessarily from the closest UE. To reduce the probability of choosing distant UE as synchronization source, capability to limit S-SSB Tx power of all the UEs in the carrier to the same level would be beneficial.
Another thing to consider is the operation in shared carrier. In the shared carrier, SL transmissions take place in the UL resources. S-SSB (and potentially PSFCH) would be the only channel/signal that does not have PEMAX,c configuration capability. In the UL resources, interference to the own cell, neighbouring cells and other systems is controlled by P0, alpha and PEMAX,c. We think that network should have the same power control configuration capabilities for all the channels and signals in the uplink resources.
Regarding the question on Pcompensation defined in idle mode procedure, we think TS 38.304 related issues should be discussed in RAN2. In general SL power control should be configured independently from UL control and SL power levels should not be considered in handover procedures.
[bookmark: _Hlk115269095]It is probably too late to introduce new RRC parameter to configure PEMAX,c for S-SSB in release 16 specifications but introducing it in release 17 specifications could still be possible. Another option that could be considered is to define PEMAX,c for S-SSB as the highest PEMAX,c for PSSCH of all the resource pools in the carrier.
Proposal 1: RAN1 to send reply LS to RAN4 suggesting that RAN4 should reconsider whether to introduce PEMAX,c for S-SSB.  

Conclusion
In this contribution, we discuss and present our views on RAN4 LS on PEMAX for S-SSB. We have the following proposal:
Proposal 1: RAN1 to send reply LS to RAN4 suggesting that RAN4 should reconsider whether to introduce PEMAX,c for S-SSB.  
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