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1 Introduction
In RAN1#101-e [1], following issue on open loop power control was discussed for NR Uu controlling LTE SL and no consensus was achieved for this issue: 
· From RAN1 perspective, discuss whether DL pathloss based OLPC is supported and which of following cases are addressed:
· NR Uu scheduling LTE sidelink with NR Uu and LTE SL carriers overlapping in frequency to compensate for the gNB-UE pathloss
· (as a secondary priority) LTE V2X mode-4 resource allocation on a carrier overlapping with NR Uu to compensate for the gNB-UE pathloss
· Note: This does not imply that RAN4 supports one of these scenarios in Rel-16
· Note: For the shared carrier case, in Rel-16, RAN1 will not address any aspect other than power control
In this meeting, this issue is expected to be finalized, and we provide our view on this issue in this contribution.
2 Discussion
Regarding open loop power control for NR Uu controlling LTE sidelink, support of DL pathloss based OLPC is dependent on carrier/band deployment scenario, i.e., whether NR Uu carrier and LTE SL carrier are overlapped in frequency or not. If NR Uu carrier and LTE SL carrier are overlapped in frequency, DL pathloss based power control should be supported to avoid interference to NR-gNB. If NR Uu carrier and LTE SL carrier are not overlapped in frequency, DL pathloss based OLPC needn’t be supported. 
Above description is almost a common understanding. However, RAN1 specification does not usually consider operational scenarios when writing RAN1 specification. On the other hand, RAN4 has not yet supported the operational scenario that NR UL and LTE SL share the same carrier currently. Even if the operational scenario may be supported in RAN4 in the future, supporting a shared carrier for NR UL and LTE SL would anyway require additional work not confined to RAN4, e.g., cross-RAT UL/SL prioritization. Thus, DL pathloss based OLPC can be specified in RAN1 specification in that time. Another potential solution may be to set OLPC support as optional feature [2]. However, one obvious drawback is that an additional UE feature would need to be defined. Therefore, we propose that DL pathloss based OLPC needn’t be specified for NR Uu controlling LTE SL in Rel-16 currently. 
Proposal #1: No further consideration on OLPC for NR Uu controlling LTE sidelink in Rel-16. 
3 Conclusions
This contribution discusses open loop power control for NR Uu controlling LTE sidelink and proposes the following proposal based on the discussion:
Proposal #1: No further consideration on OLPC for NR Uu controlling LTE sidelink in Rel-16. 
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