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1-1: General
1-1-1: RF architecture reference of Uu@Licensed and SL@Un-licensed
WF: 
· RAN4 already agreed the basis of con-current operation in the last meeting. Regarding the agreement, further discussion on whether to need to consider the separate UE RF architecture as a baseline seems be not needed

1-2: Tx requirements of con-current operation
1-2-1: MOP for Uu@Licensed and SL@Un-licensed
WF: Further discuss in next meeting with issue 1-2-3 together
· Option 1: Define MOP as the total transmitted power from each operating band
· Option 2: Define MOP per each operating band in Rel-18

1-2-2: Targeted Power Class combinations for Uu@Licensed and SL@Un-licensed
Agreement: Agree on Option 2 for Rel-18.
· Option 2: Not consider PC2 for Uu@licensed in Rel-18 for inter-band concurrent operation

1-2-3: Configured transmitted power for Uu@Licensed and SL@Un-licensed
WF: Further discuss in next meeting 
· Option 1: Apply the principle of the configured transmitted power of NR inter-band CA for the total UE configured maximum output power PCMAX (p,q) in a slot p of NR uplink carrier and a slot q of NR  sidelink 
· PCMAX_L (p,q) =  MIN {10log10 [pCMAX_L,c,NR (p)+ pCMAX_L,c,SL (q)], PPowerClass_CA, PEMAX,CA}
· PCMAX_H (p,q) = MIN {10 log10 [pCMAX_H,c,NR (p) + pCMAX_H,c,SL (q)], PPowerClass_CA, PEMAX,CA}
· Option 2: Consider the maximum total transmit power to be used by the UE across all carriers in Uu and SL-U in FR1 which is indicated by NW (e.g., PEMAX,con-current)    
· Option 3: Follow the same approach as Rel-17 inter-band concurrent operation 

1-2-4: UE coexistence requirements for Uu@Licensed and SL@Un-licensed
Agreement: Agree on Option 1.
· Option 1: Reuse the inter band CA_n46-n78 co-existence requirement for con-current operation with Uu@78 + SL@n46
1-2-5: MPR/A-MPR for Uu@Licensed and SL@Un-licensed
WF: Agree on Option 1.
· Option 1: Reuse MPR/AMPR of NR uu and NR V2X for uu@licensed + SL-U concurrent transmission

1-2-6: General spurious emission for Uu@Licensed and SL@Un-licensed
WF: Agree on Option 1.
· Option 1: The general spurious emission is not needed for inter-band concurrent operation in Rel-18

1-2-7: Additional spurious emission for Uu@Licensed and SL@Un-licensed
WF: Agree on Option 1.
· Option 1: The additional spurious emission is not needed for inter-band concurrent operation in Rel-18

1-2-8: delta Tib  for Uu@Licensed and SL@Un-licensed
WF: Agree on Option 1.
· Option 1: Reuse the existing delta Tib of CA_n46-n78 for inter-band concurrent operation in Rel-18

1-3: Rx requirements of con-current operation 
1-3-1: MSD for Uu@Licensed and SL@Un-licensed
Agreement: 
· Reuse the existing CA_n46-n78 MSD requirements for MSD of the inter-band concurrent operation, if power class 5 was assumed for the aggressor band n46 in the existing MSD requirement

1-3-2: delta Rib  for Uu@Licensed and SL@Un-licensed
WF: Agree on Option 1.
· Option 1: Reuse the existing delta Rib of CA_n46-n78 for inter-band concurrent operation in Rel-18

2-1: LTE SL and NR SL co-channel coexistence scenarios
2-1-1: Study on requirements for LTE SL and NR SL co-channel coexistence scenario
WF: Agree on Option 1.
· Option 1: Confirm that only TDM is considered for the transmission manner of co-channel coexistence

2-1-2: RF on Rx power imbalance for LTE SL and NR SL co-channel coexistence scenario
Agreement: 
· There is no need to define the new RF requirements for Rx power imbalance

2-1-3: Demodulation on Rx power imbalance for LTE SL and NR SL co-channel coexistence scenario
WF: 
· It will be discussed in demodulation performance part.

2-1-4: AGC implact due to the different numerology as LTE SL with 15kHz SCS and NR SL with 30kHz SCS for LTE SL and NR SL co-channel coexistence scenario
· Proposals
· Option 1: The AGC adjustment time should be based on the symbol length of LTE. When there is conclusion for AGC adjustment for co-channel coexistence, LS with the information should be sent to RAN1 
WF: 
· AGC issue has been solved by RAN1. LS is not needed.

2-1-5: RF requirement impact due to NR 2nd slot power limitation of RAN1 agreement for LTE SL and NR SL co-channel coexistence scenario
· Proposals
· Option 1
· RAN4 should analyze if additional functionality or requirements are needed to ensure that NR SL UEs follow the behavior as RAN1 agreement.
· RAN4 should analyze if this beahvior that ensures the co-channel coexistence can impact some other minimum performance requirements. One example here can be the PUMAX,f,c. 
· In case that clarification in PUMAX,f,c requirement is deemed necessary it could be clarified that PUMAX,f,c tolerances are increased in case of co-channel coexistence or that PUMAX.f.c needs to be measured usinf the 1st slot only
WF: Further discuss in next meeting

2-1-6: TX switching between LTE SL and NR SL for co-channel coexistence scenario
WF: Agree on Option 1.
· Option 1: Reuse Rel-16 ITS time mask defined for LTE SL and NR SL
· RRM scheduling restriction should be also agreed for LTE and NR switching in co-existence scenario

2-1-7: Synchronization impact to RF requirement for LTE SL and NR SL co-channel coexistence scenario
WF: Agree on Option 1.
· Option 1: RAN4 to wait for RAN1 to conclude on a synchronization framework for sidelink co-channel coexistence before discussing on the synchronization impact to RF requirements
