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1. Introduction
At RAN1#100bis-e meeting [1], we had many discussions via email and many agreements were reached for 5G V2X with NR-SL WID. There are a few remaining issues to make RAN1 specifications completed. In this contribution, we share our views on NR Uu controlling LTE SL.

2. Discussions
2.1. DL pathloss-based OLPC in LTE-SL operated on the same band as Uu
	Conclusion:
· Regarding the proposal of “For NR Uu scheduling LTE sidelink with NR Uu and LTE SL on the same band, open loop power control based on the LTE PSSCH power control formula is reused with DL pathloss from the gNB” 
· No consensus, re-discuss in May as needed
· Regarding the proposal of “For NR Uu scheduling LTE sidelink with LTE Uu and LTE SL on the same band, open loop power control based on the LTE PSSCH power control formula is reused with DL pathloss from the eNB
· Not agreed
· No consensus to address open loop power control for LTE V2X mode-4 resource allocation


At the last e-meeting, DL pathloss-based OLPC in LTE-SL operated on the same band as Uu was discussed but there was no consensus as the conclusion. We believe that further discussion is possible to support this feature.
In our view, DL pathloss-based OLPC should be supported in the above three cases. DL pathloss-based OLPC is used to mitigate large interference to Uu communication. If DL pathloss-based OLPC is not used, UE transmits SL channel with the maximum power. Even a UE that is close to eNB/gNB does the behavior, which will degrade Uu performance significantly. It means that, the following three cases are impossible in actual deployments.
· NR Uu scheduling LTE sidelink with NR Uu and LTE SL on the same band
· NR Uu scheduling LTE sidelink with LTE Uu and LTE SL on the same band
· LTE V2X mode-4 resource allocation on the same band as NR Uu
To have better flexibility of 5G V2X including future release, we believe that RAN1 should support DL pathloss-based OLPC for the above three cases. Exactly, RAN4 might not define these cases in NR Rel-16, but could define in future release. RAN1 has WI just to agree that the above three cases are supported? It will not be good way. Instead, RAN1 has agreements in this release while RAN4 does not support in this release, it is OK. If the deployments become necessary, only RAN4 discusses in the future release. This direction is the same as FR2 support, we think.
Proposal 1:
· DL pathloss based OLPC is supported in the following cases from RAN1 perspective.
· NR Uu scheduling LTE sidelink with NR Uu and LTE SL on the same band
· NR Uu scheduling LTE sidelink with LTE Uu and LTE SL on the same band
· LTE V2X mode-4 resource allocation on the same band as NR Uu
· Note: It does not imply that RAN4 support the above cases in Rel-16.
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed the remaining issues on SL synchronization mechanism. Observations/Proposals are summarized as following: 
Proposal 1:
· DL pathloss based OLPC is supported in the following cases from RAN1 perspective.
· NR Uu scheduling LTE sidelink with NR Uu and LTE SL on the same band
· NR Uu scheduling LTE sidelink with LTE Uu and LTE SL on the same band
· LTE V2X mode-4 resource allocation on the same band as NR Uu
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Note: It does not imply that RAN4 support the above cases in Rel-16.
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