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[bookmark: _Ref488331639][bookmark: _Ref178064866]Introduction
This paper will discuss some left issues on R1-2210492. 
Discussion
Based on R1 answer
RAN1’s reply: 
In case a band combination supporting both NR Sidelink communication and NR Sidelink discovery, the UE capability of these per-FS L1 feature would be the same for NR Sidelink communication and NR Sidelink discovery.
The source of this question (Q2) was the discussion as follows in 
<= Start of R2-2208855, [AT119-e][509] => 
Q5-1b: If one answers agree to Q5-1a, please share your view / preference on the Alt-1 and Alt-2 of CR provided in 8901, e.g., which alternative to adopt
· Alt-1 of Annex in 8901 (also pasted into Annex of this document)
· Alt-2 of Annex in 8901 (also pasted into Annex of this document)
· Another alternative (if this option is selected, please indicate the detailed CR solution)
	Company
	Alternative
	Comment

	OPPO
	1 or 2
	Can follow majority view

	Ericsson
	Comments
	See reply to Q5-1a

	vivo
	Prefer Alt-2
	We assume that a BC supporting both communication/discovery always has the same L1 capabilty. Therefore, Alt-2 is better for reducing signalling overhead. 

	MediaTek
	1 or 2
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	2
	Alt-2 needs RAN1/4 confirm.

	Intel
	
	We think both options can work

	InterDigital
	1 or 2
	


Rapp Comment: No much reply to this issue, so Rapp assume there is no clear objection in R2 to have this. Yet 4/9 company propose to go for LS. Rapp is OK to go for the LS, yet instead of leaving all question to RAN1, RAN2 can make the conclusion/assumption (considering 6/9 support for Q5-1a), that these per-FS L1 features also apply to discovery BC-list, and ask for RAN1 concern if any. Furthermore, it can include question of Alt-1 and Alt-2 above (5/9 support option-2).
[bookmark: _Toc111901667][bookmark: _Toc112082471][bookmark: _Toc112235306][bookmark: _Toc112237803]Proposal 9	(6/9) RAN2 assume the sidelink per-FS L1 features also apply to and thus should be reported in discovery BC-list. Send LS to RAN1 to ask if any concern (4/9). In the LS, also ask RAN1 for a same BC supporting both communication and discovery, whether these per-FS L1 features can be different depending on the usage for Communication or for Discovery. 
<= Start of R2-2208855, [AT119-e][509] => 
Based on R1 reply, it is clear that for a same BC supporting both communication and discovery, there would be some unnecessary signaling overhead if reporting per-FS capability in both 
1/ BC list for communication: BandCombinationListSidelinkEUTRA-NR
2/ BC list for discovery: supportedBandCombinationListSL-NonRelayDiscovery, supportedBandCombinationListSL-RelayDiscovery
Then given in legacy spec, if a BC supports communication (regardless of whether it support discovery or not), it would be included in the BC list for communication, seems we should rely on 1 above for the per-FS capability reporting of BC supporting both communication and discovery. 
Then the problem is how for network to differentiate, for BCs in BandCombinationListSidelinkEUTRA-NR, between the BC supporting 
A/ communication only 
B/ both communication and discovery. 
One solution is to introduce additional flag for the communication BC-list

BandCombinationParametersSidelinkEUTRA-NR-v17xy ::= SEQUENCE {
supportNonRelayDiscovery-r17           ENUMERATED {supported}                          OPTIONAL,
supportRelayDiscovery-r17              ENUMERATED {supported}                          OPTIONAL
}

[bookmark: _Toc118107262]Report additional indication for the BC in BandCombinationListSidelinkEUTRA-NR supporting both communication and non-relay/relay discovery, to differentiate BC supporting both communication and non-relay/relay discovery and discovery only.
 
Conclusion
We have the following proposals:
Proposal 1	Report additional indication for the BC in BandCombinationListSidelinkEUTRA-NR supporting both communication and non-relay/relay discovery, to differentiate BC supporting both communication and non-relay/relay discovery and discovery only.
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