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1 Introduction

This is for the open issue list of R18 SL-Evo.
2 Discussion

	Open Issue
	Rapporteur View

	Issue: Whether IUC and DRX operation is supported when sl-NRPSSCH-EUTRA-ThresRSRP-List is configured (i.e., Co-channel coexistence is supported) by the RRC.
- Some companies believe that IUC and DRX operations are not supported in co-channel coexistence in Release 18.

Some other companies believe that IUC and DRX operations are supported in co-channel coexistence in Release 18.

This decision may require modification (e.g., resource allocation procedure considering DRX active time) of description related to co-channel coexistence in the MAC spec.
	This can be further checked by R2.

	Issue: Whehter LCP enhancement are applicable also when dedicated or common discovery pool is configured by the network.
- In Release 17 SL relay, the common and dedicated discovery pools were added in order to provide the means to enable sidelink discovery transmission in dedicated discovery pool(s). In the running CR for MAC spec, there is currently no differentiation on whether the UE operated on the unlicensed or licensed band, but the enhanced LCP is precluded of usage in case either sl-BWP-DiscPoolConfig or sl-BWP-DiscPoolConfigCommon is configured. This means that in theory, SL-U can be applied even though the common or dedicated discovery pool can be configured, but LCP enhancements related to MCSt and COT sharing cannot, according running CR text (in R2-2312824).
	This can be further checked by R2.

	TX carrier (re-)selection procedure where consensus is not enough gathered.

Issue 1. Procedure’s structure (e.g., procedure order: TX carrier filtering considering HARQ attribute, resource pool selection for CBR measurement, TX carrier selection, resource pool selection for grant creation) for TX carrier (re-)selection

- Companies have different views on the order of UE bhaviour for TX carrier selection. Therefore, discussion/decision is needed on the order of UE behavior for TX carrier (re-)selection. Currently, in the TS 38.321, the UE performs TX carrier (re-)selection in the following order (TX carrier filtering considering HARQ attribute ( resource pool selection for CBR measurement ( TX carrier selection and  resource pool selection for SL grant creation).
Issue 2. Whether Procedure “Pool selection for CBR measurement” and procedure “Pool selection for grant creation” are decoupled
- Some companies believe that the pool selected by the UE for CBR measurement during the TX carrier (re-)selection procedure can be used by the UE to generate an SL grant after TX carrier selection. That is, “Pool selection for CBR measurement” and procedure “Pool selection for grant creation” are coupled. Some other companies believe that pool selection for CBR measurement and pool selection for SL grant creation in the TX carrier (re-)selection procedure are separate pool selection procedures. That is, “Pool selection for CBR measurement” and procedure “Pool selection for grant creation” are decoupled. Currently, in the TS 38.321, pool selection for CBR measurement and pool selection for SL grant generation are specified as coupled operations.
Issue 3. How to consider HARQ attribute in the TX carrier (re-) selection procedure
- Currently, TS 38.321 describes a carrier filtering procedure considering HARQ attributes (i.e., HARQ Feedback Enabled or HARQ Feedback Disabled) in TX carrier (re-)selection procedure. For example, for a specific logical channel with sl-HARQ-FeedbackEnabled set to enabled, there are four carriers associated with the logical channel as following:

Carrier#1: includes at least one pool of resources configured with PSFCH

Carrier#2: includes at least one pool of resources configured with PSFCH

Carrier#3: not include at least one pool of resources configured with PSFCH

Carrier#4: not include at least one pool of resources configured with PSFCH

Then carrier#1 and carrier#2 will be considered as candidate carriers if their CBR fulfils the condition. 

As to how to determine the CBR of the carrier if there are multiple resource pools, is depending on (NOTE 3).
Some companies believe that this carrier filtering procedure considering the HARQ attribute is up to UE implementation.

That is, since a pool selection procedure considering HARQ attribute was introduced in Release 16 NR V2X, RAN2 can discuss whether the filtering behaviour of candidate carriers including a resource pool matching the HARQ attribute needs to be specified in the TX carrier (re-)selection procedure.
	This can be further checked by R2


3 Reference

[1] 3GPP RP-230077, WID revision: NR sidelink evolution, OPPO

1/3


