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1	Overall description
RAN1 thanks RAN2 for the LS informing about the agreements of consistent SL LBT failure detection and recovery procedure for SL-U. Regarding the question of SL LBT failure indication granularity from PHY layer, RAN1 would provide the following answer.
Question:	When SL LBT failure is notified by PHY due to an intended SL transmission, what is the granularity in which MAC can consider that the SL LBT failure has been detected (e.g. whether MAC can consider that the SL LBT failure has been detected per SL BWP, per SL resource pool, per RB set, etc.).
Answer: When a SL LBT failure is notified by PHY, RAN1 considers that indicating the granularity of SL LBT failure indication at BWP level, RB set level, or SL resource pool level, are all feasible. RAN1 leaves it to RAN2 to determine the granularity of SL LBT failure indication.
2	Actions
To RAN2
RAN1 respectfully asks RAN2 to take the above information into account in related work.

3	Dates of next TSG-RAN WG1 meetings
TSG RAN WG1 Meeting #112-bis-e	April 17th – 26th, 2023	E-meeting
TSG RAN WG1 Meeting #113	May 22th – 26th, 2023	Incheon

