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1. Introduction
In last RAN4 meeting, a way forward on TR/TS structures and common terminology for NR V2X UE was approved [1]. Following issues has reached initial consensus:
· Issue 1 – Clause separation and suffix for V2X
· Conclusion: Suffix E for NR V2X including sidelink standalone, con-current operation, and V2X bands.
· Issue 3 – Notation for NR V2X con-current operation
· Conclusion: V2X_X_nY
· Issue 4 – Removal of FR2 in TR 38.886
· Conclusion: Do not Remove all the chapter titles including FR2 from TR 38.886
· Issue 8 – Duplex mode for NR SL
· Conclusion: HD
Following issues have not reached consensus:
· Issue 2 – General Requirements
· Issue 5 – Merge co-existence study chapter
· Issue 6 – Switch the chapter arrangement for TR 38.886
· Issue 7 – Clause title for NR V2X
This document will further discuss these open issues, and give our proposals. 

2. Discussion
Issue 2 – General Requirements
Following two options are given for this issue in WF [1]:
· Option 1 
· General requirements shall apply to V2X communication unless excepted. 
· Consistent with existing 36.101/38.101 spec structure and eliminates multiple single-line references to general requirements
· Option 2
· General requirements for smart phone type V2X UE. The UE shall satisfy the general and suffix ‘E’ UE
· The Vehicle type UE only satisfy the Suffix ‘E’ requirement for V2X UE

By our understanding, the general requirements are applied for smart phone Uu UE working on the single carrier. It should not be applied naturally for V2X UE. All the requirements for V2X UE should be specified in the section with suffix ‘E’. On the other hand, the smart phone type V2X UE may not be defined clearly. So the option 1 and option 2 probably need more clarification. If the general requirement is reused for V2X UE, description of ‘the requirements defined in section x.x are applied for V2X UE’ should be added in section x.xE.
Observation 1: The general requirement should not be applied for V2X unless otherwise stated. If the general requirement is reused for V2X UE, description of ‘the requirements defined in section x.x are applied for V2X UE’ should be added in section x.xE.

Issue 5 – Merge co-existence study chapter
Following two options are given for this issue in WF [1]:
· Option 1: Merge Chapter 5 and Chapter 6 as one chapter for co-existence evaluation in TR 38.886.
· Option 2: keep the current chapter since section 5 is for adjacent channel coexistence and the other is for self desense analysis in a UE

We think the ‘Evaluation of adjacent channel co-existence’ and ‘Evaluation of In-device Coexistence’ are different topics for co-existence. The evaluation method, interference resource, and target between these two topics are all different. It is better to specify these two topic in separate sections. So option 2 outperforms option 1.
Observation 2: We prefer option 2, i.e. keep current chapter 5 for evaluation of adjacent channel co-existence and chapter 6 for evaluation of In-device Coexistence.

Issue 6 – Switch the chapter arrangement for TR 38.886
Following two options are given for this issue in WF [1]:
· Option 1: Switch the chapter arrangement for Chapter for operating bands and Chapter for coexistence study in TR 38.886.
· Option 2: Keep the current spec structure.

[bookmark: _GoBack]For this topic, we don’t have strong view. The option 2, keep the current spec structure, may be simple without confusion.
Observation 3: Option 2, i.e. keep the current spec structure, may be tolerable.

Issue 7 – Clause title for NR V2X
Multiple options are gave for this issue in WF [1]:
· The clause titles are captured in the endorsed draft CRs and TPs for NR V2X as follows:
· Option 1. ‘XXX for V2X communication’
· Option 2. ‘XXX for V2X’
· Option 3. ‘XXX for NR V2X UE’
· Option 4. ‘XXX for NR V2X’

By our understanding, the V2X communication comes from LTE V2X. In LTE V2X, Physical Sidelink Shared Channel, PSSCH, and Physical Sidelink Discovery Channel, were designed in physical layer for V2X communication and V2X discovery. The RF requirements for V2X UE defined in RAN4 are specified on V2X communication. But in NR V2X, there is no such Physical Sidelink Discovery Channel, and instead four physical channel, PSSCH, PSBCH, PSCCH, and PSFCH are defined. There is no discovery process. So the ‘communication’ in clause title is not necessary. Secondly, the RF requirements for NR V2X UE will be specified in TS 38.101-x. It is common understanding that the RF requirements specified in specification TS38.101-x are for 5G NR UE. ‘NR’ and ‘UE’ is not necessary to be indicated in clause title. On the other hand, the clause title should be concise. ‘XXX for V2X’is better excluding any unnecessary wording. So we prefer option 2.
Observation 4: Option 2, ‘XXX for V2X’, is better for clause titles.

3. Conclusion
This paper discussed further the open issues on TR/TS structures and common terminology for NR V2X UE, and gave the following observations:
Observation 1: The general requirement should not be applied for V2X unless otherwise stated. If the general requirement is reused for V2X UE, description of ‘the requirements defined in section x.x are applied for V2X UE’ should be added in section x.xE.
Observation 2: We prefer option 2, i.e. keep current chapter 5 for evaluation of adjacent channel co-existence and chapter 6 for evaluation of In-device Coexistence.
Observation 3: Option 2, i.e. keep the current spec structure, may be tolerable.
Observation 4: Option 2, ‘XXX for V2X’, is better for clause titles.
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