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1. Introduction

In RAN2#101 meeting, the agreement for carrier selection is as following
Agreements
1: When UE performs Tx carrier selection using CBR and PPPP, Tx carrier selection based on a configuration of Rel-14 CBR-PPPP-TxConfigList is used as a baseline.

2: Tx carrier selection based on (pre)configuration is performed in MAC layer. FFS on the need of LCP change.

3: For Tx carrier selection, introduce new Rel-15 parameters on top of the Rel-14 CBR-PPPP-TxConfigList.

4: FFS on how to select the final carrier(s) among the multiple candidate carriers in which the UE is capable to transmit. We will decide option out of two (i.e. based on CBR or leaving it to UE implementation) next meeting.
During RAN2#100 meeting, carrier selection for PC5 CA mode 4 is discussed and following working assumption is reached

Working assumption:

No enhancement for the limited RX UE in RX&TX carrier selection beyond Rel-14 mechanism.
In following sections, FFS part for carrier selection is discussed, i.e. to select final carriers among the multiple candidate carriers, whether this is based on CBR or leaving it to UE implementation.
2. Discussion
During the discussion for carrier selection, CBR-PPPP-TxConfigList is agreed to be used for at least for first step of carrier selection. In such configuration list, CBR limitation on the carrier for each PPPP is defined, as well as CR limitation. Such scheme is used to control carrier load from release 14, and now is extended to also control release 15 V2X UEs. By this unified scheme, the load of carrier that contain both release 14 and release 15 V2X UE can be controlled well by eNB with using the CBR limitation and CR limitation.
By the first step carrier selection, one or multiple carrier candidates are selected. Then V2X UE need to turn to step 2 to select the final carrier. During RAN2#101 meeting discussion, it was commented the final carrier selection can also relies on CBR, e.g. lowest CBR value among candidate carriers. However, as we stated in [1], load issue, i.e. CBR factor already been considered in step 1, thus CBR is not the main issue that should be addressed in step 2, but also should consider service QoS requirements e.g. latency requirement. In R14, it is noticed that it’s up to UE implementation to guarantee the latency requirement during UE resource selection procedure, which is as following 

NOTE:
For V2X sidelink communication, the UE should ensure the randomly selected time and frequency resources fulfill the latency requirement.

Thus for R15 UEs, it should left for UE implementation to do the final carrier and resource pool selection, so that give more flexibility for UE to guarantee service QoS requirement. To use only CBR value in step 2 will limit the UE behaviour of latency requirement guarantee, and since CBR is already considered, it is un-necessary to consider CBR again in step 2.

Proposal 1:  For sidelink carrier aggregation, it is up to UE implementation for V2X UE to select the final carrier for transmission

3. Conclusion

In this contribution, remaining issue for carrier selection are discussed, and we have the following proposal
Proposals

Proposal 1:  For sidelink carrier aggregation, it is up to UE implementation for V2X UE to select the final carrier for transmission
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