3GPP TSG RAN WG1 #115			R1-2311681
Chicago, USA, November 13th – November 17th, 2023
 
Agenda Item:	8.2.3
Source:	Apple
Title:	On Remaining Issue of Sidelink CA Operation
Document for:	Discussion/Decision
Introduction
In RAN #101 meeting [1], [2] , the WI status report states that sidelink CA operation objective is completed. 

In this contribution, we provide our views on the remaining issue on sidelink CA operation. 
Discussion
In RAN1 #114 meeting, we have the following agreement on 

	RAN1 #114 Agreement
Rel-16/17 PSFCH power control and PSFCH TX/TX prioritization rule are performed across carriers for all PSFCH transmissions over all the aggregated SL carriers at the same time.
· The UE does not expect to be provided with a (pre)configuration that would result in different transmit power per PSFCH on different carriers.



In the current specification of TS 38.213 [3], it is mentioned that PSFCH transmit power across multiple resource pools in one carrier is the same. 

	TS 38.213 Section 16.2.3 
<Unchanged parts omitted>
For resource pools configured with PSFCH resources overlapping in time, the UE either expects not to be provided with dl-P0-PSFCH or dl-Alpha-PSFCH in any of the resource pools, or expects to be provided with the same values of dl-P0-PSFCH and the same values of dl-Alpha-PSFCH for all the resource pools.
<Unchanged parts omitted>



The above statement does not explicitly cover the case of multiple carriers. To capture RAN1 #114 agreement that UE does not expect to be provided with a (pre)configuration that would result in different transmit power per PSFCH on different carriers, we have the following proposal. 

Proposal 1: To capture in TS 38.213 the agreement that UE does not expect to be provided with a (pre)configuration that would result in different transmit power per PSFCH on different carriers. 

Following Proposal 1, the corresponding reference modification of the specification is as follows:

	TS 38.213 Section 16.2.3
<Unchanged parts omitted>
For resource pools configured with PSFCH resources overlapping in time, over multiple carriers if configured, the UE either expects not to be provided with dl-P0-PSFCH or dl-Alpha-PSFCH in any of the resource pools, or expects to be provided with the same values of dl-P0-PSFCH and the same values of dl-Alpha-PSFCH for all the resource pools.
<Unchanged parts omitted>



Conclusion
In this contribution, we provided our views on the remaining open issue on sidelink CA operation. Our proposal is as follows:

Proposal 1: To capture in TS 38.213 the agreement that UE does not expect to be provided with a (pre)configuration that would result in different transmit power per PSFCH on different carriers. 
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