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Introduction
[bookmark: _GoBack]In RAN1#90, the following further agreements and conclusion were made:
	Agreement:
· Higher layer semi-statically provides potential carrier(s) for Tx and Rx for CA
· FFS how Tx carrier(s) is(are) selected within the set of potential Tx carrier(s) 
· Send LS to RAN2 cc SA2 to inform them of this assumption (including the note)
Note: it is RAN1 understanding that the higher layers will take other constraints (e.g., UE capability, services, etc.) into account when providing the set of potential carrier(s).
Conclusion: continue discussion of step 2 and of carrier selection at RAN1#90b.


 
In this contribution, we discuss carrier selection within the set of potential carrier(s). 

Discussion
In Rel.15, the need for carrier aggregation/multi-carrier transmissions is due to a new set of use cases which requires higher reliability, higher capacity, increased data rates. For this reason, RAN criteria are needed to ensure a fair usage of the available carriers and in order to realize a real capacity enhancement as promised by the objectives in the WID [1]. For instance, it is important that UEs that do not support multi-carrier transmissions are not (seriously) penalized by UEs which instead support multi-carrier transmissions. It seems useful to specify new criteria to determine when the UE is allowed (or not allowed) to use certain sidelink carrier(s) to achieve more fair usage of the available carriers. 
[bookmark: _Toc494058961]Multi-carrier selection criteria should aim at achieving a fair usage of the available carriers, e.g. to avoid penalization of those UEs (e.g. Rel.14 UEs) which might not be capable to transmit in multiple carriers. 
When it comes to the Tx carrier selection, we think that it can be done by higher layers based on parameters such as CBR, PPPP etc. as discussed in our RAN2 contribution [2]. From RAN1 perspective, there is no specification impact. Also, we believe that the criteria of selecting the Tx carrier by higher layers is equally valid for both mode-3 and mode-4 transmissions. 

Tx Carrier selection is performed by higher layer based on parameters such as CBR, PPPP etc. 
Conclusion
In Section 2, we made the following proposal:
Proposal 1	Tx Carrier selection is performed by higher layer based on parameters such as CBR, PPPP etc. 
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