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Introduction
In the RAN1 #98bis meeting, SL RLM/RLF mechanism was discussed and the following was agreed [1]:
Agreements:
· When the Rx UE received a signal associated with the unicast link, no support of IS/OOS indication to upper layer at the Rx UE
· When the Rx UE received no signal associated with the unicast link during an RLM indication period, no indication to upper layer at the Rx UE
Send an LS to RAN2 to inform the above agreements R1-1911689 – Moonil (IDC). In the LS, to add:
“RAN1 is still discussing the IS/OOS indication from the Tx UE perspective”. 
The draft LS is approved with final LS in R1-1911699. 

In this contribution, we continue discussing the issues related to link management for unicast. 
Discussion
In last meeting, IS/OOS indication at RX UE side was not agreed. While it is still open to discuss the IS/OOS indication at TX UE side. 
The available information at TX UE is the PSFCH feedback from RX UE. If TX UE determine IS/OOS based on the HARQ feedback from RX UE, that will ensure SL feedback is enabled all the time for unicast. We don’t think that is reasonable. TX UE should have the flexibility to determine whether enable or disable SL feedback. For example, for the service with strict latency requirement, blink re-transmission of PSSCH can be applied to ensure the packet can be transmitted in time without necessary to wait for RX UE feedback. 
How to maintain RLF/RLM can leave to RAN2’s discussion.
Proposal 1: IS/OOS indication from TX UE perspective is not supported in Rel-16.
Proposal 2: How to maintain radio link monitoring depends on RAN2’s discussion. 
Conclusion
In this contribution, radio link monitoring mechanism of NR-V2X unicast is discussed. The following observations and proposals are given.
Proposal 1: IS/OOS indication from TX UE perspective is not supported in Rel-16.
Proposal 2: How to maintain radio link monitoring depends on RAN2’s discussion. 
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