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Introduction
After the email discussion on the remaining issues in sidelink procedure at RAN1#100e[1], the following agreement and WA are achieved.
	Agreements:
· A Tx UE transmit a PSSCH in a slot. PSCCH, SL CSI-RS, SL PT-RS, PSCCH-DMRS, and PSSCH-DMRS are all transmitted with the same PSD during a slot. 
· Equal power is used for each antenna port for 2-AP PSSCH transmission. 
· Simultaneous PSFCH transmissions in a PSFCH TX occasion is supported from RAN1 specification perspective. 
· Power control formula is applied to each transmission (i.e. fixing the PSD of PSSCH DMRS at the TX UE for a time duration is not supported). 
Agreements:
· For referenceSignalPower in the SL pathloss calculation, TX UE uses L3-filtered TX power with the coefficients configured for L3-RSRP measurement
Agreements:
· For unicast, groupcast HARQ feedback Option 2 
· mCS = 0 for NACK 
· mCS = 6 for ACK 
· For groupcast HARQ feedback Option 1 
· mCS = 0 for NACK 
· mCS is not defined for ACK 

Agreements:
For PSFCH resource indexing, following values of m0 is sequentially used. 
·  for  
·  for 
· for 
· for 
·  is not supported

Agreements:
· Physical layer assumes that rbSetPSFCH is always form of a multiple of numSubchannel*periodPSFCHresource.
Agreements:
· RAN1 assumes that RAN2 will handle selection of appropriate groupcast HARQ feedback option. From RAN1 perspective, a TX UE can use GC HARQ feedback Option 2 only when the group size is not greater than the number of candidate PSFCH resources associated with the selected PSSCH resource. 
· Send an LS to RAN2
Agreement:
· One of the following two options is (pre-)configured per resource pool.
· Option 1: The set of PRBs for the candidate PSFCH resource is determined by the starting sub-channel and slot used for that PSSCH.
· Option 2: The set of PRBs for the candidate PSFCH resource is determined by the sub-channel(s) and slot used for that PSSCH.
Agreements:
· Zone length and zone width are always the same and configurable among {5m, 10m, 20m, 30m, 40m, 50m} per communication range requirement per resource pool. 
· Zone ID bit field size is 12.
Agreements:
· Communication range requirement bit field size is 4. 
· (Pre-)configuration selects 16 values for the communication range requirement from {20, 50, 80,100, 120,150, 180, 200, 220, 250, 270, 300, 320, 350, 370, 400, 420, 450, 480, 500, 550, 600, 700, 1000, Spare, Spare, Spare, Spare, Spare, Spare, Spare, Spare} meters. Each value is mapped to each codepoint of the communication range requirement field.
Agreement:
· For TX-RX distance calculation, RX UE uses the distance between the center location of the indicated zone nearest to the RX UE and its own location. 
Agreements:
· RAN1 assumes that RAN2 will handle selection of appropriate groupcast HARQ feedback option. From RAN1 perspective, a TX UE can use distance HARQ feedback only when the TX UE’s location is available.
Agreement:
· RAN1 assumes that RAN2 will handle the case the RX UE’s location is not available.
Agreement:
· Send an LS to RAN2 to inform the agreements related to the TX-RX distance determination. 



HARQ procedure 
HARQ option indication and SCI format
SI concludes to support the Tx-Rx distance and/or RSRP based SL HARQ feedback for groupcast, as the outcome of RAN1#96 meeting, this feature could be disabled/enabled.
	Agreements of RAN1#96:
· For sidelink groupcast, it is supported to use TX-RX distance and/or RSRP in deciding whether to send HARQ feedback.
· Details to be discussed during WI phase, including whether the information on TX-RX distance is explicitly signaled or implicitly derived, whether/how this operation is related to resource allocation, accuracy of distance and/or RSRP, the aspects related to “and/or”, etc.
· This feature can be disabled/enabled


At the following RAN1#96bis meeting, supporting of both groupcast option 1 and option 2 is confirmed, and one LS was send to RAN2 to inform RAN1’s decision. From the following agreement and the LS to RAN2, it could be seen that distance-based HARQ feedback operation is not a restriction on the usage of group in GC HARQ feedback Option 1.
	Agreements of RAN1#96bis:
· Confirm the following working assumption:
· Working assumption:
· When HARQ feedback is enabled for groupcast, support (options as identified in RAN1#95):
· Option 1: Receiver UE transmits only HARQ NACK
· Option 2: Receiver UE transmits HARQ ACK/NACK
· Note: RAN1 has not concluded the respective applicability of option 1 vs. option 2 yet
· Send LS to RAN2 to inform RAN1’s agreement on HARQ feedback for groupcast – draft LS to be prepared in R1-1905790 (Hanbyul, LGE),which is approved with final LS in R1-1905906


From our point of view, the GC HARQ feedback Option 1 without Tx-Rx distance based HARQ feedback operation is necessary and is an intended behaviour at some scenarios, e.g., for groupcast with application layer session formation (e.g., platooning) but without enough PSFCH resources to support GC HARQ feedback Option 2 or without valid TX UE location. This has been discussed a lot in RAN1#100e, and non-distance based GC HARQ feedback Option 1 will be the best solution in such cases and will provide benefit compared to the blind retransmission. On the other hand, it assumes that RAN2 spec handles whether HARQ feedback should be disabled/enabled, it is not an intended physical layer behavior to disable HARQ feedback while higher layer enables it just due to location unavailability or group size limitation.
GC option 1 was agreed long time ago at RAN1#96bis without the restriction based on distance based HARQ feedback operation. 
GC HARQ feedback Option 1 without Tx-Rx distance based HARQ feedback operation is necessary and is an intended behaviour for the scenarios where GC HARQ feedback Option 2 is not feasible and UE location is unavailability.
For groupcast HARQ feedback, it is agreed that SCI explicitly indicates either Option 1 or Option 2 is to be used. But it is still FFS whether the same 2nd stage SCI format would be used for PSSCH associating with groupcast HARQ feedback option 1 and PSSCH associated with option 2. For HARQ feedback enabling/disabling indication, the following working assumption was also achieved at RAN1#98bis meeting, but it is not clear whether this indication is in 2nd stage SCI or 1st stage SCI.
	Working assumption of RAN1#98bis
· For HARQ feedback in groupcast and unicast, when PSFCH resource is (pre-)configured in the resource pool,
· SCI explicitly indicates whether HARQ feedback is used or not for the corresponding PSSCH transmission.


From our point of view, zone ID and communication range requirement are the two SCI fields that are only necessary for groupcast option 1 with Tx-Rx distance based HARQ feedback operation, and a short format 2nd stage SCI without zone ID and communication requirement should be designed for all other following cases to save the signalling overhead.
-	Blind retransmission, i.e., HARQ feedback disable cases.
-	NACK only feedback but without Tx-Rx distance based HARQ feedback operation, as discussed above, this has been agreed and is necessary in some scenarios.
-	ACK/NACK feedback cases, including unicast and groupcast with HARQ feedback option 2. It is no need to use explicit SCI indication to differentiate unicast case and GC option 2 case, since the same RX UE behavior is assumed for these two cases. For destination ID collision issue, it could be observed and resolved by upper layer. L1 source ID could be also used by RX UE to determine whether the PSSCH is from a unicast peer TX UE.
Based on the size of 2nd stage SCI, i.e., whether Zone ID and communication range requirement are needed, the following two formats for 2nd stage SCI could be considered in Rel-16.
· SCI format 0-2(short format): this format could be used for no-HARQ-feedback, NACK-only feedback without TX-RX distance based feedback, and ACK/NACK feedback.
-	HARQ feedback enabling/disabling – 1 bits.
-	HARQ feedback types – 1 bits, to differentiate between NACK only feedback and ACK/NACK feedback
-	HARQ Process ID – [x] bits.
-	New data indicator – 1 bit.
-	Redundancy version – 2 bits.
-	Source ID – 8 bits.
-	Destination ID – 16 bits.
-	CSI request – 1 bit
-	CRC – [Y] bits
· SCI format 0-3(long format): this format is dedicated to NACK-only feedback with TX-RX distance based HARQ feedback enabled. As an agreement of last meeting, a TX UE can use this format only when the TX UE’s location is available.
-	HARQ Process ID – [x] bits.
-	New data indicator – 1 bit.
-	Redundancy version – 2 bits.
-	Source ID – 8 bits.
-	Destination ID – 16 bits.
-	Zone ID – 12 bits 
-	Communication range requirement – [4] bits 
-	CRC – [Y] bits
It should be noted that this long format does not contain the field for CSI request, because this long format is defined dedicatedly for groupcast with feedback option 1 while CSI is supported only in unicast context. 
[bookmark: _Toc37337896][bookmark: _Toc37367449][bookmark: _Toc32410646][bookmark: _Toc19300][bookmark: _Toc20610360][bookmark: _Toc20583]For the HARQ feedback indication in SCI, the following two 2nd SCI formats are supported.
[bookmark: _Toc37337897][bookmark: _Toc37367450]The first 2nd-stage SCI format is used only for GC feedback option 1 operation with TX-RX distance based feedback.
[bookmark: _Toc37337898][bookmark: _Toc37367451]It contains Zone ID field and communication range requirement field. 
[bookmark: _Toc37337899][bookmark: _Toc37367452]It does not contain SCI indications that indicate HARQ feedback enable/disable, HARQ feedback type (NACK-only vs. ACK/NACK) and CSI request.   
[bookmark: _Toc37337900][bookmark: _Toc37367453]The second 2nd-stage SCI format is used for no-HARQ-feedback, NACK-only-feedback without Tx-Rx distance based operation and ACK/NACK-feedback.
[bookmark: _Toc37337901][bookmark: _Toc37367454]It does not contain Zone ID field and communication range requirement field. 
· [bookmark: _Toc37337902][bookmark: _Toc37367455]It contains at least 1-bit indicating HARQ feedback enable/disable, 1-bit differentiating NACK-only vs. ACK/NACK and 1-bit for CSI request.
[bookmark: _Toc29400][bookmark: _Toc525][bookmark: _Toc82]Power control
PSFCH prioritization and PSFCH power control
As an agreement of last meeting, simultaneous PSFCH transmissions in a PSFCH TX occasion are supported from RAN1 specification perspective.  as defined in TS38.101 is a upper-bound for UE’s transmission power, and SL power control should make that the total UE transmission power would not exceed , this is also true for simultaneous PSFCH transmissions.
[bookmark: _Toc37337903][bookmark: _Toc37367456]For PSFCH power control, the total transmission power of all the transmitted PSFCHs in PSFCH transmission occasion i is upper-bounded by . TP for TS38.213 section 16.2.3 is given as following.
	[bookmark: _Toc29899597][bookmark: _Toc29894880][bookmark: _Toc29917333][bookmark: _Toc29899179]16.2.3	PSFCH
A UE determines a power  for a PSFCH transmission  on a resource pool in PSFCH transmission occasion  as
 [dBm]
 [dBm]
where
-	 is defined in [8-1, TS 38.101-1]  
-	 is a value of p0-DL-PSFCH if provided; else,  
-	 is a value of alpha-DL-PSFCH, if provided; else,  
-	 as described in Clause 7.1.1 
-	 where  is a number of PSFCH transmissions in PSFCH transmission occasion i as described in Clause 16.2.4.2


How to determine the number of actual PSFCH transmissions in an occasion is still under discussion. According to the LS from RAN4, this number depends on not only power limitation, but also MPR and IBE issue; it may also be case-by-case variant due to contiguous & discontinuous transmissions or different PRB GAP between PSFCHs. So it is better to leave this number as UE’s implementation, meaning UE can make the case-by-case decision regarding to whether to transmit as much PSFCH as it can or to protect certain PSFCH’s with sufficient Tx power on each by controlling the total number of simultaneous PSFCHs.
[bookmark: _Toc37337904][bookmark: _Toc37367457]For PSFCH prioritization, the number of actual transmitted PSFCHs in a PSFCH occasion is up to UE implementation. The TP for TS38.213 section 16.2.4.2 is given as following.
	[bookmark: _Toc29899182][bookmark: _Toc29899600][bookmark: _Toc29917336][bookmark: _Toc29894883]16.2.4.2	Simultaneous PSFCH transmission/reception
If a UE 
-	would transmit a first PSFCH and receive a second PSFCH, and
-	a transmission of the first PSFCH would overlap in time with a reception of the second PSFCH
the UE transmits or receives only the PSFCH with the higher priority as determined by a first SCI format 0_1 and a second SCI format 0_1 [5, TS 38.212] that are respectively associated with the first PSFCH and the second PSFCH.
If a UE would transmit  PSFCHs in a PSFCH transmission occasion, the UE transmits PSFCHs corresponding to the smallest priority field values indicated in all SCI formats 0_1 associated with the PSFCH transmission occasion, where .



Power control for PSCCH/PSSCH
For PSSCH power control, according to following agreements in RAN1 #97, DL pathloss based power control and SL pathloss based power control should be treated separately. 
Agreements:
· For the SL open-loop power control, a UE can be configured to use DL pathloss (between TX UE and gNB) only, SL pathloss (between TX UE and RX UE) only, or both DL pathloss and SL pathloss. 
· When the SL open-loop power control is configured to use both DL pathloss and SL pathloss.
· The minimum of the power values given by open-loop power control based on DL pathloss and the open-loop power control based on SL pathloss is taken.
· (Working assumption) P0 and alpha values are separately (pre-)configured for DL pathloss and SL pathloss.
However, the current TS38.213 text looks confusing because it seems to say the DL pathloss based power control and SL pathloss based power control are depended on each other. And RAN1 does not agree that the Tx power based on DL pathloss should be equal to the determined Tx power based on SL pathloss if some conditions are met.
[bookmark: _Toc32410648][bookmark: _Toc37337905][bookmark: _Toc37367458]For PSCCH/PSSCH power control, DL pathloss based power control and SL pathloss based power control should be treated separately. The TP for TS38.213 section 16.2.1 is given as following.
	16.2.1	PSSCH
A UE determines a power  for a PSSCH transmission on a resource pool in symbols where a corresponding PSCCH is not transmitted in PSCCH-PSSCH transmission occasion  as 
 [dBm]
where
-	 is defined in [8-1, TS 38.101-1]
-	 is determined by a value of maximumtransmitPower-SL based on a priority level of the PSSCH transmission and a CBR range that includes a CBR measured in slot  [6, TS 38.214]; if maximumtransmitPower-SL is not provided,  
-	if p0-DL-PSCCHPSSCH is provided
-	 [dBm]
-	elseif p0-SL-PSCCHPSSCH is provided
-	 [dBm]
-	else 
-	 [dBm]
where
-	 is a value of p0-DL-PSCCHPSSCH if provided
-	 is a value of alpha-DL-PSCCHPSSCH, if provided; else,  
-	 as described in Clause 7.1.1 
-	 is a number of resource blocks for the PSSCH transmission occasion  and  is a SCS configuration
-	if p0-SL-PSCCHPSSCH and alpha-SL-PSCCHPSSCH are is provided
-	 [dBm]
-	else
-	 [dBm]
where
-	 is a value of p0-SL-PSCCHPSSCH, if provided 
-	 is a value of alpha-SL-PSCCHPSSCH, if provided; else, 
-	, where
-	 is obtained from a PSSCH transmit power per RE per antenna port of the UE, higher layer filtered across PSSCH transmission occasions using a filter configuration provided by filterCoefficient-SL, and
-	 is a RSRP, as defined in [7, TS 38.215], that is reported to the UE from a UE receiving the PSCCH-PSSCH transmission and is obtained from a PSSCH DM-RS using a filter configuration provided by filterCoefficient-SL
-	 is a number of resource blocks for PSCCH-PSSCH transmission occasion  and  is a SCS configuration 


UL-SL prioritization
For UL-SL prioritization, RAN2 has the following agreement.
Agreements on prioritization of RAN1#107bis: 
1: 	A separate LCH priority thresholds is configured for both NR-UL and NR-SL.
2:	For between SL-data and UL-data/SRB, the SL transmission is prioritized if the highest priority value of UL LCH(s) with available data is larger than the UL priority threshold and the highest priority value of SL LCH(s) with available data is lower than the SL priority threshold. Otherwise the UL transmission is prioritized.
3:	Prioritization between UL SR and SL data transmission could be based on priority of the UL LCH that triggered the UL SR and priority value(s) of SL LCH(s), similar as prioritization between NR UL data and NR SL data transmission.
Agreements on UL/SL prioritization of RAN2#108: 
1: 	For prioritization between SL-TX and SL-triggered SR, it is based on direct comparison between associated LCH priority.
2:	For prioritization between SL-TX and UL-TX (only for PUSCH), for UL MAC CE, rely on LTE solution, i.e., they are treated as if of priority lower than the UL-threshold, so down-prioritized if SL-TX is higher than SL-threshold, otherwise prioritized.
3:	For LTE-UL/NR-SL and NR-UL/LTE-SL, if the two RATs cannot exchange prioritization-related information prior to time of transmission subject to processing time restriction, it is up to UE implementation to decide whether UL or SL to prioritize.
4:	If the two RATs can exchange prioritization-related information prior to time of transmission subject to processing time restriction, rely on LTE solution for LTE-UL/NR-SL and NR-UL/LTE-SL prioritization.
5:	RAN2 does not need to handle the MCG-SL/SCG-UL collision.
According to the agreements of RAN2, higher layer can determine which transmission should be prioritized or dropped when a SL-TX and a UL-TX overlap in time on the same carrier. But for the case where simultaneous transmissions of UL and SL occur on difference carriers, the power sharing/reduction details under power limitation condition is still unclear.
In current specification, physical layer could not get the priority of LCH directly from higher layer. Physical layer can only get the priority of a SL transmission or UL transmission through the SCI or DCI associated with the transmission, e.g., the priority indication in the 1st stage SCI and the UL Priority index indication in DCI. The details about the UL Priority index could be found in the following text of TS38.213
-------------------------------Text in TS38.213 Section 9-----------------------------------
A PUSCH or a PUCCH, including repetitions if any, can be of priority index 0 or of priority index 1. If a priority index is not provided for a PUSCH or a PUCCH, the priority index is 0. If in an active DL BWP a UE monitors PDCCH either for detection of DCI format 0_1 and DCI format 1_1 or for detection of DCI format 0_2 and DCI format 1_2, a priority index can be provided by a priority indicator field. If a UE indicates a capability to monitor, in an active DL BWP, PDCCH for detection of DCI format 0_1 and DCI format 1_1 and for detection of DCI format 0_2 and DCI format 1_2, a DCI format 0_1 or a DCI format 0_2 can schedule a PUSCH transmission of any priority and a DCI format 1_1 or a DCI format 1_2 can schedule a PDSCH reception and trigger a PUCCH transmission with corresponding HARQ-ACK information of any priority. If, after resolving overlapping for PUCCH and/or PUSCH transmissions of a same priority index, a UE determines to transmit
-	a first PUCCH of larger priority index, a PUSCH or a second PUCCH of smaller priority index, and a transmission of the first PUCCH would overlap in time with a transmission of the PUSCH or the second PUCCH, the UE does not transmit the PUSCH or the second PUCCH
-	a PUSCH of larger priority index, a PUCCH of smaller priority index, and a transmission of the PUSCH would overlap in time with a transmission of the PUCCH, the UE does not transmit the PUCCH 
-	a first PUSCH of larger priority index on a serving cell, a second PUSCH of smaller priority index on the serving cell, and a transmission of the first PUSCH would overlap in time with a transmission of the second PUSCH, the UE does not transmit the second PUSCH, where at least one of the two PUSCH is not scheduled by a DCI format 
In the remaining of this Clause, a UE multiplexes UCIs with same priority index in a PUCCH or a PUSCH. A PUCCH or a PUSCH is assumed to have a same priority index as a priority index of UCIs a UE multiplexes in the PUCCH or the PUSCH.
---------------------------------------------End----------------------------------------------
So for UL-SL prioritization across different carrier in physical layer, we propose to use similar mechanism as higher layer to prioritize UL transmission or SL transmission for power control. For the priority comparison in physical layer, we propose to use the UL Priority index for UL instead of the priority of UL LCH, and the priority field in SCI for SL instead of the priority of SL. A SL priority threshold is needed in physical layer as in LTE. The details could be seen in the following text proposal.
In addition, RAN1 does not agree to support the simultaneous transmissions of UL and SL on the same carrier. This is not a UE capability issue. So the following text line should be removed from the specification in case UL and SL are on the same carrier:
“the UE is not capable of simultaneous transmissions on the UL and on the SL of the serving cell”
[bookmark: _Toc32410649][bookmark: _Toc37337906][bookmark: _Toc37367459]For UL-SL prioritization, to modify the texts in TS38.213 section 16.2.4.3 as following.
	16.2.4.3	Simultaneous SL and UL transmissions
If a UE 
-	would simultaneously transmit on the UL and on the SL of the same carrier in a serving cell., and
-	the UE is not capable of simultaneous transmissions on the UL and on the SL of the serving cell
the UE transmits only on the link, UL or SL, with the higher priority. 
If a UE 
-	would transmit on the UL and on the SL of two respective carriers of a serving cell, or of two respective serving cells, 
-	the transmission on the UL would overlap with the transmission on the SL over a time period, and
-	the total UE transmission power over the time period would exceed 
the UE 
-	reduces the power for the UL transmission prior to the start of the UL transmission, if the SL transmission has higher priority than the UL transmission, so that the total UE transmission power would not exceed 
-	reduces the power for the SL transmission prior to the start of the SL transmission, if the UL transmission has higher priority than the SL transmission, so that the total UE transmission power would not exceed 
where the SL transmission is determined to have higher priority than the UL transmission if the priority index of the UL transmission is 0 and the "Priority" field in SCI associated with the SL transmission is set to a value smaller than the high layer parameter [thresSL-TxPrioritization]; otherwise the UL transmission is determined to have higher priority than the SL transmission. For an UL transmission whose priority index is not provided, the corresponding priority index is assumed to be 0.



CSI
Regarding sidelink CSI reporting, RAN1 agreed that the latency bound for Sidelink CSI Reporting MAC CE is configurable within a range of 3-20 ms, expressed in slots in email discussion [NR-99-03]. But RAN1 does not achieve a consensus on how the value is configured. And the following alternatives are discussed during the email discussion.
· Alt 1: the latency bound for Sidelink CSI Reporting MAC CE is configured via PC5-RRC, and selection of the value is up to TX UE implementation.
· Alt 2: the latency bound for Sidelink CSI Reporting MAC CE is configured or pre-configured per resource pool.
From our point view, it is better to let the network to control the latency bound of CSI reporting for congestion control purpose, this can also save the CSI reporting configuration signalling between unicast peers. But we do not think it is necessary to make this as a per resource pool configuration, a sidelink common configuration for CSI latency bound is good enough.
[bookmark: _Toc37367460][bookmark: _Toc32410650][bookmark: _Toc37337907][bookmark: _GoBack]The latency bound for Sidelink CSI Reporting MAC CE is (pre-)configured by network. 

Conclusion
This paper concludes with the following proposals and observations.
Proposal 1:	For the HARQ feedback indication in SCI, the following two 2nd SCI formats are supported.
•	The first 2nd-stage SCI format is used only for GC feedback option 1 operation with TX-RX distance based feedback.
o	It contains Zone ID field and communication range requirement field.
o	It does not contain SCI indications that indicate HARQ feedback enable/disable, HARQ feedback type (NACK-only vs. ACK/NACK) and CSI request.
•	The second 2nd-stage SCI format is used for no-HARQ-feedback, NACK-only-feedback without Tx-Rx distance based operation and ACK/NACK-feedback.
o	It does not contain Zone ID field and communication range requirement field.
o	It contains at least 1-bit indicating HARQ feedback enable/disable, 1-bit differentiating NACK-only vs. ACK/NACK and 1-bit for CSI request.
Proposal 2:	For PSFCH power control, the total transmission power of all the transmitted PSFCHs in PSFCH transmission occasion i is upper-bounded by . TP for TS38.213 section 16.2.3 is given as following.
	16.2.3	PSFCH
A UE determines a power  for a PSFCH transmission  on a resource pool in PSFCH transmission occasion  as
 [dBm]
 [dBm]
where
-	 is defined in [8-1, TS 38.101-1]  
-	 is a value of p0-DL-PSFCH if provided; else,  
-	 is a value of alpha-DL-PSFCH, if provided; else,  
-	 as described in Clause 7.1.1 
-	 where  is a number of PSFCH transmissions in PSFCH transmission occasion i as described in Clause 16.2.4.2



Proposal 3:	For PSFCH prioritization, the number of actual transmitted PSFCHs in a PSFCH occasion is up to UE implementation. The TP for TS38.213 section 16.2.4.2 is given as following.
	16.2.4.2	Simultaneous PSFCH transmission/reception
If a UE 
-	would transmit a first PSFCH and receive a second PSFCH, and
-	a transmission of the first PSFCH would overlap in time with a reception of the second PSFCH
the UE transmits or receives only the PSFCH with the higher priority as determined by a first SCI format 0_1 and a second SCI format 0_1 [5, TS 38.212] that are respectively associated with the first PSFCH and the second PSFCH.
If a UE would transmit  PSFCHs in a PSFCH transmission occasion, the UE transmits PSFCHs corresponding to the smallest priority field values indicated in all SCI formats 0_1 associated with the PSFCH transmission occasion, where .



Proposal 4:	For PSCCH/PSSCH power control, DL pathloss based power control and SL pathloss based power control should be treated separately. The TP for TS38.213 section 16.2.1 is given as following.
	16.2.1	PSSCH
A UE determines a power  for a PSSCH transmission on a resource pool in symbols where a corresponding PSCCH is not transmitted in PSCCH-PSSCH transmission occasion  as 
 [dBm]
where
-	 is defined in [8-1, TS 38.101-1]
-	 is determined by a value of maximumtransmitPower-SL based on a priority level of the PSSCH transmission and a CBR range that includes a CBR measured in slot  [6, TS 38.214]; if maximumtransmitPower-SL is not provided,  
-	if p0-DL-PSCCHPSSCH is provided
-	 [dBm]
-	elseif p0-SL-PSCCHPSSCH is provided
-	 [dBm]
-	else 
-	 [dBm]
where
-	 is a value of p0-DL-PSCCHPSSCH if provided
-	 is a value of alpha-DL-PSCCHPSSCH, if provided; else,  
-	 as described in Clause 7.1.1 
-	 is a number of resource blocks for the PSSCH transmission occasion  and  is a SCS configuration
-	if p0-SL-PSCCHPSSCH and alpha-SL-PSCCHPSSCH are is provided
-	 [dBm]
-	else
-	 [dBm]
where
-	 is a value of p0-SL-PSCCHPSSCH, if provided 
-	 is a value of alpha-SL-PSCCHPSSCH, if provided; else, 
-	, where
-	 is obtained from a PSSCH transmit power per RE per antenna port of the UE, higher layer filtered across PSSCH transmission occasions using a filter configuration provided by filterCoefficient-SL, and
-	 is a RSRP, as defined in [7, TS 38.215], that is reported to the UE from a UE receiving the PSCCH-PSSCH transmission and is obtained from a PSSCH DM-RS using a filter configuration provided by filterCoefficient-SL
-	 is a number of resource blocks for PSCCH-PSSCH transmission occasion  and  is a SCS configuration 



Proposal 5:	For UL-SL prioritization, to modify the texts in TS38.213 section 16.2.4.3 as following.
	16.2.4.3	Simultaneous SL and UL transmissions
If a UE 
-	would simultaneously transmit on the UL and on the SL of the same carrier in a serving cell., and
-	the UE is not capable of simultaneous transmissions on the UL and on the SL of the serving cell
the UE transmits only on the link, UL or SL, with the higher priority. 
If a UE 
-	would transmit on the UL and on the SL of two respective carriers of a serving cell, or of two respective serving cells, 
-	the transmission on the UL would overlap with the transmission on the SL over a time period, and
-	the total UE transmission power over the time period would exceed 
the UE 
-	reduces the power for the UL transmission prior to the start of the UL transmission, if the SL transmission has higher priority than the UL transmission, so that the total UE transmission power would not exceed 
-	reduces the power for the SL transmission prior to the start of the SL transmission, if the UL transmission has higher priority than the SL transmission, so that the total UE transmission power would not exceed 
where the SL transmission is determined to have higher priority than the UL transmission if the priority index of the UL transmission is 0 and the "Priority" field in SCI associated with the SL transmission is set to a value smaller than the high layer parameter [thresSL-TxPrioritization]; otherwise the UL transmission is determined to have higher priority than the SL transmission. For an UL transmission whose priority index is not provided, the corresponding priority index is assumed to be 0.



Proposal 6:	The latency bound for Sidelink CSI Reporting MAC CE is (pre-)configured by network.
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