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1 Issue 1: Proposal 13 in R2-2309639
P13: For co-channel co-existence issue at 30kHz SCS, the procedure for selecting resource in the first slot overlapping with an LTE SL subframe is captured in normative text, as following TP.
Co-ex-related RAN1 agreements are a mix of UE implementation and non-UE implementation, and in the latter case, capturing it as normative text seems complicated from the MAC reporter's perspective, so basically, I prefer to specify co-ex related agreements in NOTE.
Option 1: NOTE based approach
Option 2: Normative text based approach
Q1: Which of the two options does your company prefer to capture RAN1 agreements of co-existence issue to MAC specification?
	Company
	NOTE based approach/Normative text based approach
	Further comments

	LG 
	NOTE based approach (Rapp)
	Co-ex-related RAN1 agreements are a mix of UE implementation and non-UE implementation, and in the latter case, capturing it as normative text seems complicated from the MAC reporter's perspective, so basically, I prefer to specify co-ex related agreements in NOTE.

	
	
	


[Summary]

2 Issue 2: whether NR CA should also inherit the LTE CA behavior in which only one resource pool is selected on each SL carrier frequency.
In LTE CA, the RRC will indicate the selected pool on each SL carrier configured to the MAC, so that from MAC perspective, there is only one selected pool on each SL carrier frequency. 
- If the zone based pool selection is configured, the UE will select a pool on each SL carrier frequency configured based on the zone based operation;
- If the zone based pool selection is not configured, the UE will select a pool on each SL carrier frequency configured based on UE implementation.
According to Rapporteur's understanding of NR sidelink operation, zone based pool selection is not supported in NR SL. Additionally, the MAC entity performs a pool selection procedure based on HARQ attribute while considering multiple resource pools configured in RRC. In other words, in NR CA, the UE procedure of performing carrier selection by considering the CBR of all resource pools included in the carrier as the carrier CBR is considered a more reasonable UE procedure. Rapporteur think that excluding resource pools other than the selected resource pool in the carrier (re-)selection procedure is not a correct UE procedure in terms of performance. From that perspective, Rapporteur think a carrier CBR based carrier selection procedure that including [at least] in current running CR is correct UE behaviour.
Current running CR text: 
6> the carrier includes [at least] one pool of resources configured with PSFCH resources among the pools of resources except the pool(s) in sl-BWP-DiscPoolConfig or sl-BWP-DiscPoolConfigCommon, if configured.
Q2: Which of the two options does your company prefer to capture carrier CBR-based carrier (re-)selection procedure in MAC specification?
Option 1: delete the [at least]
Option 2: keep the [at least]
	Company
	NOTE based approach/Normative text based approach
	Further comments

	LG 
	Option 1/Option 2
	

	
	
	


[Summary]

3 Issue 3: TX resource pool selection behaviors are specified before TX carrier selection. P4a/4b in R2-2310969 are related to this issue.
In LTE CA, carrier CBR is assumed to be the CBR of the selected resource pool, so pool selection occurs before carrier selection. It is necessary to consider whether NR CA will stick to this principle. As mentioned in Issue 2, rapporteur believes that the UE behavior of considering the CBR of all resource pools included in the carrier as carrier CBR is a more reasonable procedure from the perspective of flexibility in carrier selection.  
Q3: Which of the two options below for resource pool selection does your company prefer?
Option 1: TX resource pool selection behaviors are performed before TX carrier selection 
Option 2: In the carrier selection procedure, selecting one resource pool for CBR measurement among multiple resource pools on each carrier frequency is up to UE implementation.
	Company
	Option 1/Option 2
	Further comments

	LG 
	Option 2 (Rapp)
	

	
	
	


[Summary]
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