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1 Introduction
A RAN2 LS was sent to RAN1[1], where RAN2 would like to inform RAN1 about the following set of agreements regarding the scope of future discussion in RAN2:
1. 	Inter-UE coordination (IUC) issues (on which) RAN2 mainly relies on RAN1:
 	- HARQ retransmission number for inter-UE coordination information
	- Information and length of information of IUC MAC CE. The information indicated in RAN1 LS should be taken into account as baseline.
	- UE-B procedure (e.g. final selection of resources) to the (non-)preferred resource set in IUC
	- Scheme 2 inter-UE coordination design
	- Condition for the UE-A to transmit IUC
	- Signaling design and trigger conditions for the request from UE-B to UE-A
	- Cast types (UC/GC/BC) of inter-UE coordination
	- Transmission of inter-UE coordination MAC CE on dedicated resource
	- L1 parameters/configurations for IUC in Uu RRC (including L1 configurations per resource pool)
	- Whether UE-A can be in mode1 or mode2 (interested companies are invited to raise/discuss the issue directly in RAN1)

2.	IUC issues (on which) RAN2 starts discussion:
	- LCP for inter-UE coordination MAC CE, support for standalone inter-UE coordination MAC CE/multiplex MAC CE and MAC SDU in a MAC PDU
	- Timer to handle latency bound for inter-UE coordination
	- Priority value/priority order of inter-UE coordination MAC CE. RAN1 progress can be taken into account in phase-2 discussion.
	- HARQ feedback option of inter-UE coordination MAC CE

3. 	IUC in SL DRX is deprioritized in Rel-17 from RAN2 point of view

RAN2 requested RAN1 to take the above set of agreements into account in their work. In this contribution, we provide our view on this LS.
2 Discussions
Based on RAN1 agreements or working assumptions, the fields contained in the inter UE coordination information were already settled, although the details on how to signal the resource set remain to be solved in RAN1. However, discussion on length of inter UE coordination information for a SL MAC CE should be taken place in RAN2, given that RAN1 is not aware of the size limitation of a SL MAC CE.
In RAN1#107bis-e, RAN1 made working assumptions for inter-UE coordination information transmission triggered by a condition other than explicit request reception in scheme 1, where all cast types are supported, with FFS on under which condition these cast types can be supported. There were some concerns on the feasibility for groupcast and broadcast particularly when there is inter UE coordination information MAC CE only transmission on PSSCH, the source/destination IDs may not be always available to be derived. However, determination of source/destination IDs is not within RAN1’s expertise, RAN2 should discuss and decide feasibility on cast type, and whether/what conditions are needed to support inter UE coordination information transmission for unicast/groupcast/broadcast.
For issue on whether UE-A can be in mode 1 or mode 2, RAN1 did not discuss mode 1 operation for inter UE coordination (either for UE-A or UE-B). According to the WID [2], inter UE coordination is an enhancement for mode 2 only, and thus RAN1 (and other WGs) are precluded from discussing it for Rel-17.
Conclusion 1:  
· At least the issues on cast types of inter-UE coordination, length of inter-UE coordination MAC CE cannot fully be decided by RAN1, and thus will require decisions in RAN2.
· Discussion of mode 1 for inter-UE coordination, is out of Rel-17 WID scope.
The IUC issues that RAN2 already starts discussion appear to be primarily outside RAN1’s expertise. If any issues arise, we can assume RAN2 will send an LS during the maintenance phase.
Proposal 1:  RAN1 assumes that, for the issues on which RAN2 starts discussion, if any questions arise, RAN2 will send an LS to be treated during the maintenance phase.
Due to the time limitation in Rel-17, and the likely complexity of combining SL-DRX and IUC, in consideration of the fact it is already deprioritized in RAN1, it makes sense to also deprioritize it from RAN1’s perspective in Rel-17.
Proposal 2: RAN1 should also deprioritize IUC in SL DRX in Rel-17.
3 Conclusions
Following proposals were made:
Conclusion 1:  
· At least the issues on cast types of inter-UE coordination, length of inter-UE coordination MAC CE cannot fully be decided by RAN1, and thus will require decisions in RAN2.
· Discussion of mode 1 for inter-UE coordination, is out of Rel-17 WID scope.
Proposal 1:  RAN1 assumes that, for the issues on which RAN2 starts discussion, if any questions arise, RAN2 will send an LS to be treated during the maintenance phase.
Proposal 2: RAN1 should also deprioritize IUC in SL DRX in Rel-17.
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