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1. Introduction
In RAN2#97 meeting, RAN2 discussed the channel busy ratio issue for P-UE and most of the open issues were agreed [1]. 
However for the P-UE, RAN2 agreed that P-UE doesn’t perform CBR measurement since unlike the V-UE, the pedestrian UE is power sensitive. How the parameters are provided is FFS.
	Agreements:

14. P-UEs do not performs CBR measurement.  The configuration parameters can be dynamically provided to the UE via eNB RRC signaling.  FFS whether a CBR value or the full parameters are provided.  FFS whether it is dedicated/broadcast or both.  


During the online discussion, companies proposed 2 options as depicted below: 

Discussion on Solution on L1 parameter adaptation without CBR measurements

· Option 1: The UE is (pre) configured with a mapping table with parameters.   The network provides CBR value that the UE should use to identify the parameters to use. 

· Option 2: The UE is provided explicitly with the parameters (CR is directly given)

· The UE is provided with CR value per PPPP and UE derives L1 parameters based on this.  

This contribution will discuss how the configuration is provided. 
2. Discussion
2.1. What parameter(s) should the eNB provided to the UE?

Option 1: The UE is (pre) configured with a mapping table with parameters.   The network provides CBR value that the UE should use to identify the parameters to use. 

In this option, the eNB configures a full CBR mapping table like the V-UE. The only difference between V-UE and P-UE is the CBR is measured by V-UE on its own, but provided by eNB to V-UE. The eNB only signals the CBR value to the P-UE each time. 
Option 2: The UE is provided explicitly with the parameters (CR is directly given)

The UE is provided with CR value per PPPP and UE derives L1 parameters based on this.  

By this option, the UE is provided with CR value per PPPP and UE derives L1 parameters based on this.  Compared to option 1, the eNB has to signal more parameters, by which the radio efficiency is decreased. So we proposed option 1, the eNB only provide CBR value, and the UE derives other parameters as per the (pre)configuration. 

Proposal 1: The UE is (pre) configured with a mapping table with parameters.   The network provides CBR value that the UE should use to identify the parameters to use.
2.2. Whether the parameter is provided by dedicated/broadcast signaling or both.  

If the parameter is provided by SIB, the eNB provides the configuration to all the UEs who are camping in the cell. However, as we know, the vehicle density in a cell may diverse, and the normal road and the crossing may diverse as well although they are all in the coverage the same cell. So the CBR values of different UE are different in that sense. Due to the above discussion, only the RRC_CONNECTED P-UE is able to be configured by RRC dedicated signaling. The RRC_IDLE P-UE can only be configured by broadcast SIB signaling, and the out of coverage P-UE can only be configured by pre-configuration. So if the UE is configured by RRC dedicated signaling, the RRC dedicated signaling configuration takes precedence over SIB configuration, and the SIB configuration takes precedence over pre-configuration.     

Proposal 2：the parameter is provided by the following priority:

RRC dedicated signaling > Broadcast signaling > Pre-configuration. 
3. Proposal
In this contribution, we discussed the how the CBR configuration is provided to the UE. After the discussion we propose the following:
Proposal 1: The UE is (pre) configured with a mapping table with parameters.   The network provides CBR value that the UE should use to identify the parameters to use.
Proposal 2：the parameter is provided by RRC dedicated signaling. 
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