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1. Introduction
The LTE and NR SL co-existence has been discussed fully in Rel-18, however, whether to have a new RF requirement has not reached conclusion yet. As this is the last meeting for this release, we try to finalize this issue.
2. Discussion
The agreement for LTE NR co-existence issue has been captured in the WF [1] as below:
2-1: LTE SL and NR SL co-channel coexistence scenarios
Issue 2-1-1: 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: Define and clarify the related UE RF requirements (LGE) (R4-2315549)
· Define Relative Power Tolerance requirement for NR V2X UE supporting co-channel coexistence with LTE V2X 
· Clarify the reference to sub-clause 6.2.4 in 6.2E.4.1 General
· Clarify the sub-clause 6.2E.4.1 General and reference to clause  6.2.4
· Option 2: Not define UE RF requirement and capture RAN1 constraint in TR (Oppo)
· Option 3:  If RAN4 is necessary to apply the RAN1 agreements in the configured Tx power, then we prefer to measure the 1st slot only for PUMAX,f,c. (Meta)
· WF
· Continue discussion on the related UE RF requirements in next meeting


There are two major issues as listed in the proposals above. First one is a new relative power tolerance requirement and the second one is the exact measurement slot of the PUMAX,f,c. 
For the first issue as a newly introduced RF requirement for relative power tolerance, we see it not necessary. For RAN1 specification TS 38.213, currently it has already captured the requirement for the power of the two slots in clause 16.2.2.
For sidelink co-channel coexistence between E-UTRA and NR, and for NR PSCCH/PSSCH transmissions with SCS configuration  in slots that overlap with an E-UTRA subframe on the sidelink, the UE transmits NR PSCCH/PSSCH in the earlier overlapping slot with a power that is larger than or equal to the power in the later overlapping slot.


In this case, as the requirement for the power itself has been clearly stated in the RAN1 TS, we believe there is no need to define additional RAN4 RF requirement for this.
Observation 1: RAN1 specification has already define the requirement to limit the power of 2nd NR slot.
Proposal 1: No need to define RAN4 RF requirement for NR LTE SL co-existence.
For the 2nd issue as the exact measurement slot of the PUMAX,f,c, we believe additional note can be added to clarify the situation that the 1st slot will be used to fulfill the output power requirement. 
Proposal 2: To add note for PUMAX,f,c to clarify the output power apply for 1st slot of NR when there is NR LTE SL co-channel co-existence.
3	Conclusions
In this contribution, we give initial discussion on the sidelink evolution and the observation and proposals are shown as below:
Observation 1: RAN1 specification has already define the requirement to limit the power of 2nd NR slot.
Proposal 1: No need to define RAN4 RF requirement for NR LTE SL co-existence.
Proposal 2: To add note for PUMAX,f,c to clarify the output power apply for 1st slot of NR when there is NR LTE SL co-channel co-existence.
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