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1 Introduction
A RAN4 LS was sent to RAN2 and cc to RAN1 [1] as below. 
	(Copied from RAN4’s LS R4-2317751)
1	Overall description
Issue 1. Based on the RAN4 agreement above, a capability of UE power class needs to be defined per BC (Band Combination) as NR CA. 
The following example can be considered as a capability of UE power class for SL CA.
Table 1: Capability of SL CA power class 
	Definitions for parameters
	Per
	M
	FDD-TDD
DIFF
	FR1-FR2
DIFF

	powerClassSidelink-r18
This parameter indicates power class the UE supports when operating according to this band combination used for sidelink. If the field is absent, the UE supports the default power class. If this power class is higher than the power class that the UE supports on the individual bands of this band combination (ue-PowerClassSidelink-r16 in BandNR), the latter determines maximum TX power available in each band. The UE sets the power class parameter only in band combinations that are applicable as specified in TS 38.101-1 [2] and TS 38.101-3 [4]. 
	BC
	No
	N/A
	FR1 only



Issue 2. For SL CA PEMAX,CA, it has been agreed below Pcmax equation while how to define PEMAX,CA is not clear.
PCMAX_L = MIN{10 log10 ∑ pEMAX,C - TC, PPowerClass, SL_CA – MAX(MAX(MPR,  A-MPR) + ΔTIB,c+TC, P-MPR ), PRegulatory, PEMAX,CA}
	PCMAX_H = MIN {10 log10 ∑ pEMAX,C , PPowerClass, SL_CA, PRegulatory, PEMAX,CA }
For SL CA PEMAX,CA, the following alternatives are considered:
· Alt.1 : Reuse the existing IE for SL CA, i.e.,
· PEMAX,CA  = IE sl-maxTransPower (cc1) + IE sl-maxTransPower(cc2) 
· Alt.2 : Define new IE for SL CA, i.e.,
· PEMAX,CA  = new IE, sl-maxTransPower-CA 
Actions
To RAN2
ACTION: RAN4 respectfully asks RAN2 to take the above information into account for the following RAN2 work on the signalling design for SL CA expecting RAN2’s response to RAN4 in Rel-18 time frame. 
For issue 1, RAN4 respectively asks RAN2 to define the capability as described.
For issue 2, RAN4 respectively asks RAN2 decision on how to define the PEMAX,CA.


RAN1 is asked to consider potential impacts to the corresponding issues, including defining powerClassSidelink-r18 per BC and the decision on how to define the PEMAX,CA.

1. Discussions
For issue 1, from RAN1’s perspective, powerClassSidelink-r18 being defined per BC has no potential impact to the procedures defined for SL CA, including the power control procedure.
For issue 2, the power limit PEMAX,CA has been proposed for discussion. The parameter PEMAX,CA is used when determining PCMAX, and PCMAX is further used in the power control procedure when determining the power of S-SSB, PSCCH/PSSCH, PSFCH transmissions, such that the total power does not exceed PCMAX, as described in [2]. The power control procedure in RAN1 only takes into account the value of PCMAX, irrespective of how PEMAX,CA is determined, and hence either alternative has no impact on RAN1. For Alt.1, by reusing the existing IE, there is no need to define/configure a new parameter. Hence, Alt.1 is supported.
Proposal 1: For issue 2 on how to define PEMAX,CA, Alt.1 is supported.

3 Conclusions
Based on the analysis above, following proposal is provided.
Proposal 1: For issue 2 on how to define PEMAX,CA, Alt.1 is supported.
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