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[bookmark: _Ref493611312]Introduction
A problem regarding the alignment of configuration and pre-configuration of SLSS resources was identified in [1]. Strictly speaking, the issue is related to RAN2 specifications. However, SLSS has mainly been specified by RAN1. In addition, RAN2 discussed the issue during RAN2#100 with the following conclusion:
	=>	RAN2 acknowledges that there may be a problem and there is a strong preference to try to solve this in RAN1 without ASN.1 impact



In this contribution we present our views on this issue.
Configuration of synchronization resources
The current specifications support the configuration of transmission of SLSS signals in specific subframes. These subframes are not available for transmission of regular V2X messages and are excluded from the corresponding bit maps. It is critical that all the UEs in the system have the same understanding regarding the resources reserved for transmission of SLSS signals.
Unfortunately, the current RAN2 specification contains an error:
· For UEs in coverage, which follow the configuration signalled by the network, a single synchronization resource may be configured (using syncOffsetIndicator).
· For UEs out of coverage, which follow a pre-configuration, two or three synchronization resources may be configured.
Clearly, it is not possible to configure SLSS in a way that UEs in coverage and out of coverage have the same notion of the SLSS resources. The error affects the configuration of in-coverage UEs, since the SLSS procedures agreed during Rel-14 define two or three resources for SLSS. 
The configuration of SLSS resources is not aligned for UEs in coverage and out of coverage.
Two alternative solutions have been discussed:
1. Modifying the configuration to include three resources, i.e. extend the current configuration with two new synchronization offset indicators. This change has ASN.1 impact.
2. Using the pre-configuration for in-coverage UEs.
From RAN1 perspective, solution 1 is the right way of implementing the configuration of synchronization resources (as per Rel-14 agreements). Each of the three sync offset indicators should be assigned by EUTRAN such they get the same value as the corresponding sync offset indicators included in the pre-configuration.
Whether Solution 2 is feasible from a technical point of view is beyond RAN1 competence. However, Solution 2 is not in line with legacy behaviour because in-coverage UEs must follow eNB configuration since Rel-12. 
It is true that solution 1 has ASN.1 impact, however we believe that without this change the entire system operation is totally compromised. Note also that we do not see the advantage of introducing dummy resources, as proposed in [1]. 
Send an LS to inform RAN2 that from RAN1 perspective three synch offset indicators should be configured by EUTRAN with the same value as the corresponding synch offset indicators included in the preconfiguration.
Conclusion 
In this paper, we have discussed a problem regarding the alignment of the configuration and pre-configuration of resources for transmission of SLSS signals. We have observed and proposed the following.
1. The configuration of SLSS resources is not aligned for UEs in coverage and out of coverage.
1. Send an LS to inform RAN2 that from RAN1 perspective three synch offset indicators should be configured by EUTRAN with the same value as the corresponding synch offset indicators included in the preconfiguration.
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