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1.
Introduction
In the last meeting, it was proposed in [1] to introduce new value for sidelink SPS in order to fulfil the latency requirement (i.e. 3ms, 5ms) and agreed to add new SPS periodicity value (i.e. 10ms) into sidelink SPS configuration. In this contribution, it is addressed on impact of the new value and proposed to revert the previous agreement.
2.
Discussion 
Based on the reasoning that the current 20ms sidelink SPS periodicity was regarded not sufficient to satisfy 3ms/5ms latency requirement, a new values 1ms/3ms/5ms/10ms sidelink SPS periodicity was proposed. During the discussion, there were doubts on the relationship between periodicity and latency requirement. As a compromise, only 10ms was agreed. However, considering the following aspects, it is necessary to re-discuss whether 10ms periodicity is really necessary. 
Firstly and most importantly, with the introduction of the new value, it would impact the performance in a pool shared by mode 3 UE and mode 4 UE. According to the previous RAN1 agreement, Rel-15 mode 3 UEs shall set the resource reservation field in SCI-1 to the SPS period to improve the performance of Rel-15 mode 3 UE and Rel-14/Rel-15 mode 4 UE so that mode 4 UE could avoid the resources reserved by mode 3. However, if Rel-15 mode 3 UE sets 10ms in SCI, Rel-14 mode 4 UE could not understand the newly added value so that Rel-14 UE could not detect mode 3 UE using SPS properly. This would result in marring the effect of introducing resource reservation setting for mode 3 UE. 
Secondly, as discussed in the last meeting, we think periodicity of SPS is related to traffic generation interval rather than latency. If the network configures resources (e.g. offset) properly in accordance with the traffic generation timing, it would satisfy the 3ms/5ms latency requirement. From our view, sidelink SPS periodicity is not important for latency requirement.
Last but not least, if 10ms periodicity is really necessary for fulfilling latency requirement, even without 10ms periodicity, the network is able to get the similar effect of configuring 10 ms periodicity by configuring two SPSs with 20 ms periodicity in an interleaved manner. In other words, if two SPSs with 20ms periodicity and 10ms offset between each SPSs are configured, from the UE point of view, it would regarded as SPS with 10ms periodicity. It is noted that this SPS configuration/UE behaviour is already possible without any changes to the current specification.
With the reasoning above, it is proposed that 

Proposal 1 Not to introduce 10 ms for sidelink SPS periodicity (i.e. revert the agreement of the last meeting).

3.
Conclusion
In this contribution, it is addressed on the previous agreement on SPS periodicity and proposed as shown below.
Proposal 1 Not to introduce 10 ms for sidelink SPS periodicity (i.e. revert the agreement of the last meeting).
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