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1. Overall Description:
For the RAN1 feature list on V2X, RAN2 would like to request feedback from RAN1 and RAN4 on the following question.

In the received latest version of RAN1 feature list, there are NOTEs as follows
Note: configuration by NR Uu is not required to be supported in a band indicated with only the PC5 interface in 38.101-1 Table 5.2E.1-1
In RAN2’s understanding, network can configure sidelink parameters even for “a band indicated with only the PC5 interface in 38.101-1 Table 5.2E.1-1” (e.g., n47) from another band with Uu deployed in a cross-carrier manner, in “operator managed” geographical area(s) (as defined in TS 23.285 for LTE-V2X, and in TS 23.287 for NR-V2X). 
RAN2 respectfully asks RAN1 is respectfully asked to provide feedback on the above NOTE: whether it implies that the cross-carrier configuration by NR Uu for a band “indicated with only the PC5 interface in 38.101-1 Table 5.2E.1-1” (e.g., n47) is not required to be supported in NR sidelink”?	Comment by Ericsson: Maybe better to say: “RAN2 respectfully asks RAN1 and RAN4 to provide….”	Comment by Huawei: Our suggestion is to clearly ask whether this NOTE is described from a UE perspective, with below detailed revision:

RAN2 respectfully asks RAN1 to provide feedback on the above NOTE: whether it implies that from UE perspective, the cross-carrier configuration by NR Uu for a band “indicated with only the PC5 interface in 38.101-1 Table 5.2E.1-1” (e.g., n47) is not required to be supported by a UE in NR sidelink”?	Comment by Panzner, Berthold (Nokia - DE/Munich): We agree with Huawei’s and MediaTek’s suggestion to use a clear and precise formulation and to ask explicitly “from UE perspective”. 	Comment by MediaTek (Nathan): As mentioned by Huawei online, we understand that this note is from UE point of view, and so literally what it says is that the UE is not required to support such configuration.  My impression from the online discussion is that we want clarification whether this NOTE is intended as a network restriction (the network *cannot* do cross-carrier configuration) or something to be determined by the UE (the UE may or may not support it, and then maybe we need a capability).

With that in mind, maybe we can ask a more explicit question, e.g. “whether it implies that cross-carrier configuration by NR Uu for a band…(e.g. n47) is not possible, or is optional for the UE to support”.	Comment by OPPO (Qianxi): Replied in reflector

2. Actions:
To RAN1 group
RAN2 respectfully requests RAN1 to feedback on the question as above.	Comment by Ericsson: And RAN4?	Comment by OPPO (Qianxi): As replied above, RAN4 is put in CC.

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN2 Meetings:
3GPPRAN2#112-e	2 - 13 November 2020   	Online
3GPPRAN2#113	1-5 March 2021	Athens
