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1	Introduction
RAN 2 discussed the impact of LBT failure to the SL resource (re)selection procedure and shared the understanding that UE triggers resource (re)selection upon receiving an LBT failure indication from PHY for a PSSCH transmission. It is FFS whether such new resource (re)selection trigger is also applicable for the multiple consecutive slots transmission (MCSt) case.
The request for an action from RAN WG2 is the following:
	
· ACTION: RAN2 kindly asks RAN1 to take the above information into consideration and to provide feedback, if there are any concerns with such behaviour.




2	Discussion
In our view, RAN1 shares the similar the understanding about the resource (re)selection triggering after receiving the LBT failure from PHY.   Specifically, from the RAN1 perspective, the LBT failure situation is regarded as equivalent to the resource (re)selection trigger by the re-evaluation or pre-emption of the resources according to the existing (Rel-16/17) procedures.
[bookmark: _Toc131717303]The LBT failure situation is regarded as equivalent to the resource (re)selection trigger by the re-evaluation or pre-emption of the resources according to the existing (Rel-16/17) procedures.
In the case of MCSt, it may not be advantageous to treat all the slots together when the LBT failure is received. Within the set of slots belonging to the same MCSt, a first few slots may not be transmitted due to the LBT failure, however, the remaining slots can be transmitted once the channel is available (i.e., the LBT success). Specifically, in the case of sidelink in the unlicensed spectrum, due to the potential scarce opportunities a UE might have to perform transmissions due to LBT failure, it may be advantageous to transmit a subset of slots that satisfy the LBT success while transmitting the remaining subset of slots that are subject to LBT failure after re-evaluating the resources. 
[bookmark: _Toc131717300]In the case of MCSt, it may not be advantageous to treat all the slots together when the LBT failure is received.
[bookmark: _Toc131717304]In case of LBT failure at the beginning of MCSt, the UE may transmit a fraction of the slots belonging to the MCSt if the channel becomes available at a later point within the selected/reserved resources of MCSt. 
3	Conclusion
In the previous sections we made the following observations: 
Observation 1	In the case of MCSt, it may not be advantageous to treat all the slots together when the LBT failure is received.

Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	The LBT failure situation is regarded as equivalent to the resource (re)selection trigger by the re-evaluation or pre-emption of the resources according to the existing (Rel-16/17) procedures.
Proposal 2	In case of LBT failure at the beginning of MCSt, the UE may transmit a fraction of the slots belonging to the MCSt if the channel becomes available at a later point within the selected/reserved resources of MCSt.




