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1 Introduction
In last RAN4#106 meeting, initial discussion on RRM core requirements for NR sidelink evolution was conducted and a way forward was agreed in [1]. The agreed studies concerns co-channel coexistence for LTE SL and NR SL are capture below:
	4.  Co-channel coexistence between LTE sidelink and NR sidelink 
<Way forward >: RAN4 to continue discussion based on RAN1 progress



Based on the WF, we provide our consideration on the RRM core requirements for NR sidelink evolution in this contribution.
2 Discussion
In Rel-16, the RRM impacts on ‘not co-channel’ in-device coexistence for LTE sidelink and NR sidelink was discussed and the requirement of scheduling availability of UE switching between LTE SL and NR SL was specified correspondingly.
In Rel-18, the feature of co-channel coexistence for LTE sidelink and NR sidelink is to be supported. RAN1 now keeps working on the solution of semi-static resource pool partitioning and dynamic resource sharing for co-channel coexistence. 
For semi-static resource pool partitioning, TDM-based solution is expected to have no RRM impact as the LTE and NR resource pools do not overlap in time with each other. The FDM-based semi-static resource pool partitioning may have RRM impact, but so far there is no consensus reached in RAN1, so RRM still need to wait for more RAN1’s progress. Similarly as FDM-based semi-static resource pool partitioning, the potential RRM impact of dynamic resource sharing also depends on RAN1’s further conclusions.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]Generally, we tend to think that the potential RRM impact of co-channel coexistence for LTE SL and NR SL is mainly on the scheduling availability. From our perspective, the one slot/subframe scheduling restriction is long enough to cover the new R18 co-channel coexistence feature. But we still think it is reasonable to keep an eye on RAN1’s further progress to see if RRM requirements need to be updated.
Proposal 1: The existing RRM requirements are applicable for the co-channel coexistence solution of TDM-based semi-static resource pool partitioning.
Proposal 2: For co-channel coexistence solutions of dynamic resource sharing and FDM-based semi-static resource pool partitioning, RAN4 to wait for further progress in RAN1.
3 Conclusion
Proposal 1: The existing RRM requirements are applicable for the co-channel coexistence solution of TDM-based semi-static resource pool partitioning.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 2: For co-channel coexistence solutions of dynamic resource sharing and FDM-based semi-static resource pool partitioning, RAN4 to wait for further progress in RAN1.
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