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1 [bookmark: _Ref124589705][bookmark: _Ref129681862]Introduction
RAN1 made further progress on BWP Vs Resource Pool discussion in January 2019 in the Taipei AdHoc. With regards to the BWP for SL, the following agreements were reached:
	Agreements:
         Confirm the working assumption
o   Working assumption: only one SL BWP is configured in a carrier for a NR V2X UE
Agreements:
         Configuration for SL BWP is separated from Uu BWP configuration signalling.
o   UE is not expected to use different numerology in the configured SL BWP and active UL BWP in the same carrier at a given time.
  FFS the time scale
  FFS relation to DL BWP including initial Uu BWP
  FFS relation in terms of frequency location and bandwidth



RAN2 needs to understand the implication of the above agreements e.g. to see if these would impose a network restriction disabling it to configure and/ or activate UL BWP with numerology different from that of SL BWP; or, if the UE needs to implicitly deactivate one of the UL/ SL BWP when a “collision” (in SCS between the two) occurs. This contribution looks at the details.
2 Discussion
Since there is (or will be) only one SL BWP, there is no switch to another SL BWP possible to align with the numerology of current active UL BWP. Therefore, the SL may be considered to be always active. If there is no concept of SL BWP activation deactivation, a SL BWP shall/ can be configured immediately active as soon as it is configured. If the UL BWP in use at that point of time (when RRC Reconfiguration is received) has a different SCS/ Numerology than configured SL BWP’s then we have one of the following possibilities:
· UE considers this as an invalid configuration – triggers Reconfiguration failure procedure as described in Chapter 5.3.5.8 of [1].
· The configured SL BWP is considered deactivated and needs to be activated somehow e.g. by sending another RRC reconfiguration when a matching UL BWP is active, or by L1/ L2 signaling.
· The UL BWP is autonomously switched to another UL BWP having a SCS/ Numerology same as the SCS/ Numerology of the just configured SL BWP (based on some rule if there are more than one)
· network in the Reconfiguration can explicitly switch the UL BWP (with the right SCS/ Numerology) to align with the SL BWP being configure

Also, the implications with regards to the lower layer (L2 and L1) based UL BWP activation-deactivation needs to be considered; for example for the UE autonomous change of UL BWP for RA, BWP change to default BWP, upon deactivation Timer running out, DCI based switch etc. In all these cases, the SL BWP may need to be considered deactivated or RAN1/ RAN4 may need to consider the numerology switching time when transitioning between UL and SL subframes.
As this is start of the work Phase for the NR V2X, we need to inform RAN1 of the possible implications and check if they have any preference.
Proposal 1: RAN2 inform RAN1 of the possible implications and check if they have a different understanding of the implications or a possible solution.
3 Conclusions
This document discussed the implication of the RAN1 agreements around SL BWP and following proposal is made:
Proposal 1: RAN2 inform RAN1 of the possible implications and check if they have a different understanding of the implications or a possible solution.
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