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1	Introduction
Enhanced resource allocation based on inter-UE coordination (IUC) was discussed and decided at RAN2#117-e, but still some details were not concluded. In this contribution, we would like to show our views on them. 
2	Discussion
The need of timer-based latency bound restriction in case of UE-A’s IUC transmission based on condition was not concluded. In our view, even in Uu case, we understand timer-based latency bound restriction for MAC CE is not specified if the MAC CE is not responding to the earlier network request or information. We do not see the difference compared to Uu case. We assume the typical example of condition-based UE-A’s IUC transmission would be periodic IUC transmission to assist anonymous UE-Bs. In periodic IUC transmission, the UE-A most likely reserves the periodic resources in advance, which means the possibility to miss the latency bound is quite rare. Thus it is proposed timer-based latency bound restriction for condition-based IUC transmission is not specified and how to handle latency bound for condition-based IUC transmission is up to UE implementation. 
[Proposal 1]: Timer-based latency bound restriction for condition-based IUC transmission is not specified (handling of latency bound for condition-based IUC transmission is up to UE implementation).

Most of issues for timer-based latency bound restriction in case of UE-A’s IUC transmission based on UE-B’s IUC REQ were resolved last e-meeting, however how to set the timer was not really concluded and working assumption was made as follow. 
Agreement on IUC:
11:	Working assumption: UE-B sets the timer value to UE-A through PC5 RRC signalling

In our view, we do not see any real problem for UE-B to set the timer value. Thus it is proposed to confirm the working assumption as an agreement. We also think how to determine the actual timer value is up to UE-B implementation. 
[Proposal 2]: RAN2 is asked to confirm the working assumption “UE-B sets the timer value to UE-A through PC5 RRC signalling” as an agreement. 
[Proposal 3]: How to determine the actual timer value is up to UE-B implementation.   
3	Conclusion
We have seen IUC open issues and the following proposals are made. 
[Proposal 1]: Timer-based latency bound restriction for condition-based IUC transmission is not specified (handling of latency bound for condition-based IUC transmission is up to UE implementation).
[Proposal 2]: RAN2 is asked to confirm the working assumption “UE-B sets the timer value to UE-A through PC5 RRC signalling” as an agreement. 
[Proposal 3]: How to determine the actual timer value is up to UE-B implementation.   

