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1      Introduction

Mobility for V2V is under the email discussion with the following discussion objectives [1]. 

( [LTE/V2V] Mobility for V2V – Intel

· Capture the solutions proposed to limit Rx (mode 1 and 2) and Tx mode 1 PC5 interruption time for handover case and pros/cons of each solution. Solutions are limited to the ones proposed in documents submitted to RAN2#93bis.

· Discuss whether cell reselection needs to be optimized.  No solutions to be discussed at this stage.

· Discuss what happens in RLF/HO failure case (mode 1 and mode 2).

On the second objective, majority of companies consider it needs to limit Tx/Rx PC5 interruption time in cell reselection. However solutions were not actually discussed since it is not the scope of the email discussion. We would like to see what should be the possible options in this contribution.
2      Discussion
Based on the contributions last RAN2 [2][3] and email discussion, we may need to take the following candidate options into account for the solutions to limit Tx and Rx interruption time in cell reselection. 
· Option 1: The UE continues using resources of old cell before it obtaining resource pool from new cell.
· Option 2: The UE may obtain the associated SIB from the candidate new serving cell prior to camping. 

· Option 3: The eNB configures short periodicity of the associated SIB repetitions.
· Option 4: The serving cell broadcasts neighboring cells Tx and Rx resource pool configurations.

On the option 1, we think it is not so feasible solution since the UE shall not use the SL communication transmission resource received in one cell with the timing of another cell. In addition, the resource pool configuration between the old serving cell and new serving cell may be different, so if the UE continue using the resource provided by the old serving cell, it may cause interference to LTE system. On the option 2, it is in basic similar to the principle that the UE obtains the SIB#1 from the candidate new serving cell in order to check accessibility prior to camping. Some may argue if it delays cell reselection. However we assume it can be solved by a smart implementation (e.g. early attempting to obtain the associated SIB from the candidate new serving cell). On the option 3, considering mean 52.5ms overall end2end latency in SL [4], it seems this option is feasible only when the minimum periodicity (i.e. 80ms) is configured for the associated SIB repetitions. Otherwise it cannot meet 100ms end2end delay requirement. On the option 4, we think it is not so feasible solution since the UE shall not use the SL communication transmission resource received in one cell with the timing of another cell. In addition it may cause much signaling overheads. 
Proposal: The following options are considered as solutions to the interruption time in cell reselection

· Alternative1: The UE may obtain the associated SIB from the candidate new serving cell prior camping.

· Alternative2: The eNB configures the minimum periodicity (80ms) for the associated SIB repetitions. 

3      Conclusions

In this contribution we see the candidate possible options to limit Tx and Rx interruption time in cell selection and it is proposed to take the following solutions into account. 
· Alternative1: The UE may obtain the associated SIB from the candidate new serving cell prior camping.

· Alternative2: The eNB configures the minimum periodicity (80ms) for the associated SIB repetitions.
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