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Introduction
In RAN1#100bis e-meeting, the issues of QoS management were discussed, and archived following agreements[1]:
	Agreement:
· In addition to congestion control (in use or not in use), the following PSSCH/PSCCH TX parameters per resource pool can be restricted by reusing the same mechanism as in LTE: 
· Range of MCS for a given MCS table supported within the resource pool
· Range of number of sub-channels
· Upper bound of number of (re)transmissions
Note: This reverts the agreement made in RAN1#98b, which included “Upper bound of TX power” in the set of TX parameters that can be restricted using this mechanism.


In this contribution, the remaining issues on QoS management for NR V2X are further discussed, which are provided as following:
· Handling of the future reserved resource but released due to HARQ-ACK feedback in CR evaluation
· Whether SPS resource reservation disabled by congestion control?
Discussion
· Handling of the future reserved resource but released due to HARQ-ACK feedback in CR evaluation
Regarding the future reserved resource but released due to received ACK feedback, since it is certainly not used for transmission, it is more accurate for CR evaluation to exclude the resource. 
Proposal 1: The future reserved resource but released due to ACK feedback is excluded from the CR evaluation.
· Whether SPS resource reservation disabled by congestion control?
This issue was identified as a potential issue by Feature Lead in RAN1#100bis-emeeting, but not discussed. From our understanding, even a resource pool is configured with resource reservation periods, but the UE within the resource pool can still transmit data by one-shot transmission. It is purely a UE implementation to select either SPS transmission or one-shot transmission. Therefore, it is not necessary to restrict that SPS resource reservation is disabled by congestion control.
Proposal 2: It is unnecessary to explicitly disable the SPS resource reservation due to congestion control, and it is left for UE implementation. 
Conclusion
In this contribution, we discuss the remaining issues on QoS management. Particularly, we have following proposals:
Proposal 1: The future reserved resource but released due to ACK feedback is excluded from the CR evaluation.
Proposal 2: It is unnecessary to explicitly disable the SPS resource reservation due to congestion control, and it is left for UE implementation. 
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