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Introduction	
In the latest WID of NR sidelink evolution, the objectives of NR SL CA (sidelink carrier aggregation) operation is still on the table for further checking in RAN#99 as follows [1]:
	1. Specify mechanism to support NR sidelink CA operation based on LTE sidelink CA operation [RAN2, RAN1, RAN4] (This part of the work is put on hold until further checking in RAN#99)
· Support only LTE sidelink CA features for NR (i.e., SL carrier (re-)selection, synchronization of aggregated carriers, handling the limited capability, power control for simultaneous sidelink TX, packet duplication)
· The work is limited to FR1 licensed spectrum and ITS band in FR1.
· No specific enhancements of Rel-17 sidelink features with sidelink CA support.
· This feature is backwards compatible in the following regards
· [bookmark: _Hlk89619097]A Rel-16/Rel-17 UE can receive Rel-18 sidelink broadcast/groupcast transmissions with CA for the carrier on which it receives PSCCH/PSSCH and transmits the corresponding sidelink HARQ feedback (when SL-HARQ is enabled in SCI)


In this paper, we provide our views on the scope of NR sidelink evolution after RAN#99.

Views on NR SL CA 
In last RAN plenary meeting, heated discussion took place regarding whether to start NR SL CA from RAN#98e, and the views were quite divergent. The opponents suggested dropping this objective from the WID in Rel-18, while proponents thought it was feasible to start the CA objective after RAN#98e. Compared with a study phase on SL FR2 that’s anyway to be harnessed by the end of Rel-19, it was observed that the normative work on SL CA is a low hanging fruit and can fulfill similar benefits as brought about by FR2. Moreover, from the automobile industry perspective, CA can be quite beneficial in terms of business incentive. Unfortunately, the discussion on whether to start CA was further delayed to this meeting due to majority interest on SL FR2. Through the previous discussion, work load concern was raised for accommodating both FR2 and CA given the TU budget allocation for WG including both RAN1/RAN2/RAN4. From RAN4 perspective, CA was deemed more TU consuming than FR2. Jointly considering TU allocation and the progress of the three ongoing objectives, a conclusion about SL CA was reached in previous meeting as following [2]:
	Conclusions:
- Continue the FR2 topic as a “study” only objective from RAN#98-e with both RAN1 and RAN2
involvement
  - The priority handling of this objective is up to the session chairs in RAN1 and RAN2
  - The timing to start the RAN2 study is up to RAN2 session chair (e.g., after RAN1 has made some
progress)
- Revisit the CA objective in March, including the possibility of including it in Rel-18 with minimal WG
efforts, or dropping it from Rel-18 but re-consider it in Rel-19
- In the SL-U objective: update bullet to "Focus on FR1 unlicensed bands (n46 and n96/n102)"



Frankly, the work load concern remains the same if not worse. Per Rel-18 TU allocation in [3], there remains only 3 WG meetings for RAN1 and 5 WG meetings for RAN2. The allocated TU budget seems already quite challenging to complete the current ongoing three objectives. We don’t see more room/TU available for starting NR SL CA in Rel-18 additionally given the current budget. 
[bookmark: _Toc113228809][bookmark: _Toc129204453][bookmark: _Toc113261815][bookmark: _Toc113266225][bookmark: _Toc113281873][bookmark: _Toc120799539][bookmark: _Toc121041602][bookmark: _Toc120644068][bookmark: _Toc120645500][bookmark: _Toc113281329][bookmark: _Toc129424319]There is no more room/TU available for starting NR SL CA in Rel-18 given the current budget.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Quite a few companies as well as the 5GAA standards alliance preferred SL CA in previous discussions due to the belief that it can bring significant advantage for high data rate traffic and improved reliability. Nevertheless, an extremely simplified version of SL CA, if hypothetically done in Rel-18, would risk not delivering proponents’ expectations. It was more sensible to re-consider a complete and comprehensive SL CA feature as top priority candidate for Rel-19 instead. 
Considering the realistic situation, we propose, reluctantly, dropping NR SL CA in Rel-18 to ensure that the three ongoing objectives are done in time and high quality. As a compromise, we propose to capture in the meeting minutes that SL CA feature is re-considered as top priority candidate in Rel-19 NR sidelink evolution topic. 
[bookmark: _Toc129424316][bookmark: _Toc129204457]Re-consider NR SL CA feature as top priority candidate in Rel-19 NR sidelink evolution topic. 
[bookmark: _Toc129424317]NR SL CA is dropped in Rel-18. 

Conclusion
The following proposal and observation are given for sidelink scoping on NR SL CA:
Observation 1:	There is no more room/TU available for staring NR SL CA in Rel-18 given the current budget.

Proposal 1:	Re-consider NR SL CA feature as top priority candidate in Rel-19 NR sidelink evolution topic.
•	NR SL CA is dropped in Rel-18.
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