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1. Overall Description:
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]RAN2 has discussed SL LCP restriction and has made the following agreements:
1. As, in release 16, only single carrier is used for SL transmission, RAN2 assumes mapping restriction between SCS and SL LCH should not be considered in SL LCP procedure.
2. Configured grant Type 1 is considered as SL LCP mapping restriction for SL LCH
3. LCP restriction for SL LCH is configured by NW for UE in IC. FFS on the need of pre-configuration option for UE in out-of-coverage.  
4. Uu like starvation avoidance mechanism is applied to LCP.
5. For SL broadcast, different destinations (i.e. each Destination Layer 2 ID targeting specific broadcast service) are not multiplexed into the same MAC PDU. For SL groupcast, different destinations (i.e. each Destination Layer 2 ID targeting specific group or groupcast service) are not multiplexed into the same MAC PDU. FFS for unicast case
In addition, RAN2 has the following questions to:
· RAN1
· Question 1: During online discussion, RAN2 has considered whether to have the SL LCP restriction for PSSCH duration. As this may be dependent on whether flexible PSSCH length for NR V2X SL communication is supported or not, RAN2 has not made any agreements yet. Therefore, RAN2 would like to ask RAN1:
· Whether flexible PSSCH length would be supported for NR V2X PC5 communication?
· If flexible PSSCH length is to be supported, how can this be configured?
· SA2
· Question 2: RAN2 has previously made some agreement on PC5 RRC, as highlighted in ANNEX A. The Layer 2 ID definition may impact RAN2 design on PC5-RRC message and procedure. Further, with regard to agreement 5 above, RAN2 has discussed if SL unicast for different destinations can be multiplexed into the same MAC PDU for the same target UE or not. RAN2 would like to ask SA2 how is the destination Layer 2 ID defined for SL unicast?

2. Actions:
To RAN WG1
RAN2 kindly ask RAN1 to take into account RAN2 aforementioned agreements on SL LCP restriction, and feedback response to RAN2 with regard to above Q1 or if any concern on agreement 1. 
To SA WG2
RAN2 kindly ask SA2 to take into account RAN2 aforementioned agreements on SL LCP restriction, and feedback response to RAN2 with regard to above Q2 or if any concern on any of the above RAN2 agreements. 
.
3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #107		26 - 30 Aug. 2019				Prague, CZ
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #107bis		14 - 18 Oct.  2019				TBD, CN


*******ANNEX A: RAN2 previous agreements on PC5 RRC********
RAN2#105bis 
Agreements on PC5-RRC message exchange: 
1: 	PC5-RRC connection is needed to establish SL UE context. Synchronization of SL UE context between two UEs is supported by the concept of PC5-RRC connection.
	- Need for PC5-RRC state is FFS.
		        > Option 1: Define PC5-RRC state for unicast operation.
		        > Option 2: Refer to PC5-S state for unicast operation
	- SL UE context may include at least SL UE capability of the destination UE.
	  	> FFS whether AS configuration information can be also stored in SL UE context.
	- UE context is per destination UE.
	  	> It is considered that UE may store UE capability of the destination UE for a newly 
		coming service between UEs in unicast.
		       > It may depend on SA2 discussion related to layer-2 ID allocation. RAN2 will come 
		back if there is a problem based on SA2 progress.
	- FFS whether explicit PC5-RRC connection establishment procedure is needed or not.
2: 	Security aspect comes back after SA3 progress (if there is any issue/problem).	

RAN2#105
Agreements on V2X unicast:
1: PC5-RRC is used to exchange UE capability and AS-layer configuration at least.
2: PC5-RRC based UE capability transfer procedure is triggered during or after PC5-S signalling for direct link setup. Further details can be discussed in WI stage.
3: PC5-RRC based UE capability transfer can be done in either one-way or two-way manner. Further details can be discussed in WI stage.
4: Further details on which UE to send out its own capability information can be discussed in WI stage.
5: PC5-RRC based AS-layer configuration procedure is triggered during or after PC5-S signalling for direct link setup. Further details can be discussed in WI stage.
6: PC5-RRC based AS-layer configuration can be done in a two-way manner. Further details can be discussed in WI stage.
7: Further details on which UE to send out PC5-RRC based AS-layer configuration can be discussed in WI stage.

