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1 Introduction
The synchronization between UU and SL has been discussed in last meeting, and WF [1] has been agreed (reproduced below). This paper share some view on this topic.
	Issue 2-1-1: Transmission timing between SL and Uu

· Option 2a:

· Whether to introduce the SL Transmission to be aligned with UL timing of Uu in licensed carrier operation will be decided in next RAN4 meeting. The company are encouraged to bring contributions on system benefit of introducing the SL transmission aligned with either UL or DL timing in Rel-17. 

· No need to send LS to RAN1 in this meeting.

Issue 2-2-1: Synchronization reference source for SL 

· Option 6: 

· Companies are encouraged to bring the understanding on current RAN1/RAN2 specification to support statements below next meeting:

· Network should be always configured as synchronization reference source for in-coverage scenario. 

· Network should be always highest priority to be used when it is configured as one synch source for SL UE.

· RAN4 decide next meeting on synchronization source on synchronous operation between Uu and SL in licensed band. 


2 Discussion

· Transmission timing between SL and Uu
The intention of introducing the SL Transmission to be aligned with uu UL timing in licensed carrier from interference perspective is understood, however, in our understanding this topic is not a simple step it actually impacts RAN1 fundamental design in the V2X. RAN1 doesn’t introduce TA for V2X since LTE, and if RAN4 want to align SL with uu UL then TA should be introduced for V2X, however, in our understanding this is not included in RAN1 Rel-17 scope. Therefore, this should be decided in RAN1 rather than RAN4, and an LS send to RAN1 to ask their view is ok.
Observation 1:    Align SL with uu UL can mitigate interference, however, it has large impact on RAN1 design, should not be decided by RAN4 only.

Proposal 1:         It is proposed to send LS to RAN1 asking their view on the possibility of align SL with uu UL, and not make the decision in RAN4.

· Synchronization source
For the in-coverage scenario, RAN1 has following agreement which means the GNSS based synchronization and gNB/eNB based synchronization is configurable by NW.
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Observation 2:    For the in-coverage scenario, NW can configure GNSS based synchronization or gNB/eNB based synchronization as higher priority.
3 Conclusion

Observation 1:    Align SL with uu UL can mitigate interference, however, it has large impact on RAN1 design, should not be decided by RAN4 only.

Proposal 1:         It is proposed to send LS to RAN1 asking their view on the possibility of align SL with uu UL, and not make the decision in RAN4.

Observation 2:    For the in-coverage scenario, NW can configure GNSS based synchronization or gNB/eNB based synchronization as higher priority.
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