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1 Introduction

During last meeting, some agreements were reached on PC5 based V2V and there are still some open issues left. In this contribution we make some analysis on the open issues and give our proposals accordingly.
2 Discussion

The agreements reached in last meeting are as following:
	The following is agreed :
· Only scenario 1 is supported in the scope of the WI
· The RSU is under SID phase in SA2 and should not be discussed in this PC5 based V2V WI
   Open issues:
· About the authorization, it should be service level or resource level? Should the Inter-PLMN authorization be supported or not?
· Is the Multi-carrier operation for V2V allowed?
Other topics discussed in this meeting, but RAN3 impacts should be clearly identified:

· Network signaling to support switching between PC5 and Uu based V2V
· Resource coordination between neighbour eNBs
· Network assistance to meet the synchronization requirement


Issue 1: About the authorization, it should be service level or resource level? Should the Inter-PLMN authorization be supported or not?
For the above open issue, our view is that the authorization should be service level, i.e. if the UE has authorization for V2V service, eNB could allocate any resource in the resource pool.

In rel-13,it is ever discussed whether the serving cell of UE needs to know the authorization information in another PLMN and the reason is that UE’s serving cell may allocate D2D discovery resource for another inter-PLMN neighbour cell. Since SA2 has no intention to transfer authorized PLMN list from HSS to MME, the inter-PLMN authorization could not be completed supported. So, for PC5 based V2V,whether inter-PLMN authorization should be supported or not depends on the following conditions:
1) Whether is it allowed for a serving cell to allocate v2v communication resources
2) Whether MME has inter-PLMN authorization information?
The first question depends on the conclusion of RAN2 and the second question depends on the conclusion of SA2. 
Issue 2: Is the Multi-carrier operation for V2V allowed?
Whether Multi-carrier operation could be supported depends on the evaluation and decision of RAN1,so we think RAN3 could wait for the progress of RAN1
Proposal 1:For the open issues listed in last meeting, it depends on the conclusion of RAN1/RAN2 and SA2. RAN3 could wait for the progress of other groups or send a LS to ask for guidance.
For the other topic discussed in this meeting, discussion on switching between PC5 and Uu based V2V is not in the scope of RAN3.As to the synchronization requirement, it also needs input from RAN1.So RAN3 does not need further discussion until input from RAN1/ran2 is received.
Proposal 2:For switching between PC5 and Uu based V2V and synchroniation requirement, RAN3 does not need further discussion until input from RAN1/ran2 is received.

About the resource coordination between neighbour eNBs, OAM solutions is used for D2D.So we think it is more natural to use the similar mechanism for V2V.
Proposal 3: It is proposed to reuse OAM based solution for resource coordination between neighbour eNBs.
3 Conclusion
Based on the discussion in section 2 the following is proposed:

Proposal 1:For the open issues listed in last meeting, it depends on the conclusion of RAN1/RAN2 and SA2. RAN3 could wait for the progress of other groups or send a LS to ask for guidance.
Proposal 2:For switching between PC5 and Uu based V2V and synchronization requirement, RAN3 does not need further discussion until input from RAN1/ran2 is received.

Proposal 3:It is proposed to reuse OAM based solution for resource coordination between neighbour eNBs.
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