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1. Introduction
During RAN4#100-E meeting a way-forward on n14 coexistence evaluation for NR PS UE is created based on the discussion in 1st round [1].

2. Way-Forward
2.1	Protection of B13/n13 UE by n14 PS operation with PC1/PC3
· Option 1: RAN4 does not see the need for the additional coexistence evaluation to protect B13/n13 UE based on evaluation of the difference of coexisting simulation difference between NR SL UE and LTE SL UE
1. Always enable the OLPC in NR SL UE in-coverage: Network always configures the in-coverage NR SL with association to a network cell (e.g (a) and (b) in Figure 1 in Annex) and avoid the configuration where no network cell is associated NR SL UE (e.g the configuration of the (c) and (d) in Figure 1 of the annex)
2.  NR SL SINR to throughput table is similar with LTE V2X SNIR to throughput table.
· Option 2: RAN4 can not exclude the additional coexistence evaluation to protect B13/n13 UE based on evaluation of the difference of coexisting simulation difference between NR SL UE and LTE SL UE.
1. OLPC in NR SL UE may not be guaranteed: Network cannot exclude the configuration for the in-coverage NR SL where no network cell is not associated NR SL UE (e.g the configuration of the (c) and (d) in Figure 1 of the annex)
· Option 3: FFS

WF on Protection of legacy n14 Uu system in in-coverage NW scenarios: 
Option 1
2.2 Protection of legacy n14 Uu system in in-coverage NW scenarios
· Option 1: RAN4 does not see the need for the additional coexistence evaluation for based on evaluation of the difference of coexisting simulation difference between NR SL UE and LTE SL UE
1. NR SL SINR to throughput table is similar with LTE V2X SNIR to throughput table
2. RB allocations difference between NR SL and LTE V2X is not key factor for Coexisting simulation result. LTE 2 RB is worst case from interference point of view compared with the at least 10RB allocation for NR SL.
· Option 2: RAN4 cannot exclude the additional coexistence evaluation based on evaluation of the difference of coexisting simulation difference between NR SL UE and LTE SL UE
1. NR SL SINR to throughput table is significant different with LTE V2X SNIR to throughput table
2. RB allocations difference between NR SL and LTE V2X play significant role in Coexisting simulation result.
· Option 3: FFS

WF on Protection of legacy n14 Uu system in in-coverage NW scenarios: 
· Option 1
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4. Annex



Figure 1: Network configuration for the sidelink carrier/BWP and Uu carrier/BWP [2]
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