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This paper is to further discuss resource (re)selection. 
Discussion 
For LBT-aware resource (re)selection, R2 agreed that
RAN2 will study how MAC performs resource (re)selection with the consideration of LBT impact to its own candidate resource (intra-UE case).
For inter-UE case, R1 has progressed on the following solution candidates
To resolve the Type 1 LBT blocking issue, where one UE performing a Type 1 LBT procedure for using its own selected/reserved resource(s) is blocked by another UE’s SL transmission at least in a slot preceding to the selected/reserved resource and causing the LBT to fail, further study the following options in a future meeting .
•	Option 1:
o	UE avoid selection of N consecutive resource(s) before a reserved resource  with high priority when the transmitting symbols of the selected resource overlap with Type 1 LBT of the reserved resource.
o	UE avoid selection of N consecutive resource(s) after a reserved resource  when the transmitting symbols of the reserved resource overlap with LBT of the selected resource.
o	FFS: the avoidance should be performed by L1 exclusion or L2 MAC selection
o	FFS: whether / how to achieve this in RA mode 1
o	FFS: How to determine value of N
•	Option 2: 
o	UE prioritizes/selects resource(s) for transmission in slot(s) after a reserved resource when transmission of the selected resource is able to share the initiated COT of the reserved resource (i.e., the selected resource(s) is within the COT duration of the reserved resource and the CAPC value of the selected resource(s) is equal to or higher than that of the reserved resource).
o	UE prioritizes/selects resource(s) for transmission in slot(s) before a reserved resource when transmission of the selected resource is able to share its initiated COT with the reserved resource (i.e., the reserved resource is within the COT duration of the selected resource(s) and the CAPC value of the selected resource(s) is equal to or smaller than that of the reserved resource). 
o	FFS whether / how to achieve this in RA mode 1.
•	Option 3: UE selects extra / more resources than required for transmitting a TB (i.e., overbooking) to accommodate potential Type 1 LBT failures. FFS how to determine/preconfigure the number of extra selected resources.
•	Option 4: The expected LBT duration is determined firstly , then resource selection takes into account of the expected LBT duration is performed.
•	Option 5: At MAC layer, selection of resource(s) among the reported set of candidate resources from L1 is up to UE implementation in mode 2 for SL-U , instead of random selection.
•	Option 6: UE excludes frequency resources (if any) previously reserved via SCI by other SL UEs in the corresponding slot, when estimating the detected power within a sensing slot duration in Type 1 channel access. 
•	Option 7: SL UE deems channel busy only if the UE detects transmission other than SL transmission occupying the channel (e.g., exceeding the energy detection threshold), i.e., the energy detection for EDT checking in LBT procedure does not take into account the energy from SL transmissions.
•	Option X: No solution is needed. To avoid inter-UE blocking from performing Type 1 LBT can be handled based on UE implementation (e.g., as the start timing to perform LBT sensing is determined by each UE).
It seems the decision of the options above will impact R2 decision.
If option-3 is adopted, then the R2 conclusion on LBT failure triggered resource reselection needs to be re-considered. 
RAN2 understands UE triggers a resource (re)selection when PSSCH transmission was not performed due to an LBT failure indication from L1. FFS on MCST case. Send LS to RAN1 to check if there is any concern.
R1 decision on option-3 will impact R2 conclusion on LBT failure triggered resource (re)selection. 
If option-1 and option-4 are adopted, then the same spirit can be adopted for intra-UE cases, i.e., to allow sufficient time for the UE to perform type-1 between two reserved resources which are not consecutive in the time domain. 
R1 decision on option-1 and option-4 will impact R2's decision on LBT-aware resource (re)selection. 
If option-2 is adopted, then the same spirit can be adopted for intra-UE cases, i.e., to prioritize the consecutive resources. Furthermore, essentially, this is related to MCSt implementation as well. 
R1 decision on option-2 will impact R2's decision on MCSt-based resource (re)selection. 
Otherwise, if option-5 and option-X are adopted, there could be less impact on R2 spec.
So it is preferred to wait for R1 decision on resource selection of inter-UE cases before the decision on intra-UE. 
[bookmark: _Toc134779286]R2 wait for R1 decision on options of LBT-aware resource (re)selection for the inter-UE case before decision on the intra-UE case. 
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We have the following proposals:
Proposal 1	R2 wait for R1 decision on options of LBT-aware resource (re)selection for the inter-UE case before decision on the intra-UE case.
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