3GPP TSG-RAN WG1 Meeting #116bis	R1-2403343
[bookmark: _Hlk130482705]Changsha, China, April 15th- 19th, 2024

[bookmark: _GoBack]Agenda Item:	5
Source:	Huawei, HiSilicon
Title:	Discussions on LS on IUC or DRX in co-channel co-existence 
Document for:	Discussion and Decision

1 Introduction
A RAN2 LS was sent to RAN1 [1] as below. 
	(Copied from RAN2’s LS R2-2401796)
1. Overall Description:
During RAN2#125, RAN2 discussed whether SL IUC or SL DRX would be supported in co-channel co-existence and companies think that this discussion and decision is up to RAN1. Therefore, RAN2 would like to ask RAN1 the following questions:
Question-1: Is the SL IUC supported in co-channel co-existence?  
Question-2: Is the SL DRX supported in co-channel co-existence?

Meanwhile, although RAN2 agreed the following in Rel-17
3. 	IUC in SL DRX is deprioritized in Rel-17 from RAN2 point of view
RAN2 is discussing whether both SL IUC and SL DRX can be used by a Sidelink UE simultaneously from Rel-17 with simple text changes in MAC spec, i.e., RAN2 will not support it if it requires any functional change or modification.


2. Actions:
To RAN WG1
ACTION: 	RAN2 would like to ask RAN1 to provide answers to the above Question-1 and Question-2. RAN1 can take the RAN2 status into consideration on the potential work for the co-existence of SL IUC and SL DRX from Rel-17 and feedback if any concern.  



RAN1 is asked to provide answers to the above Question-1 and Question-2, and feedback concerns if there is any concern.

1. Discussions
In RAN#101, the core functional work for the Rel-18 NR sidelink evolution project was declared complete in RAN1 and co-channel co-existence between LTE and NR SL is very stable after the last RAN1#116 meeting. We do not see critical reasons or clear motivation to support SL IUC and SL DRX in co-channel co-existence, especially at the maintenance phase of the release. Moreover, neither SL IUC nor SL DRX have been discussed under co-channel coexistence in RAN1. 
In addition, to support SL IUC and SL DRX in co-channel co-existence, there would be many technical issues, like the impact on the resource selection procedures to support SL DRX and even the benefits of SL IUC’s conflict information on PSFCHs. This would require detailed discussions, resulting in possible specification changes as well.
Therefore, we do not support the inclusion of SL IUC and SL DRX in co-channel co-existence between LTE and NR SL. 
Proposal 1: Reply to RAN2 that SL IUC and DRX are not supported in co-channel co-existence.

3 Conclusions
Based on the analysis above, following proposal is provided.
Proposal 1: Reply to RAN2 that SL IUC and DRX are not supported in co-channel co-existence.
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