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Introduction
In the original LS from RAN2 [1] on the default CBR configuration in sidelink, it is replied to RAN2 in [2] that RAN1 prefers to keep all new Rel-17 parameters related to default CBR configuration as provided in RAN1’s RRC list for new resource allocation schemes, i.e., partial sensing and random resource selection, which is different from the situation of Rel-16 full sensing.
Based on this RAN1 reply, RAN2 asks further question regarding the use of default CBR configuration in a latest LS in [3]. In this contribution, we will discuss the question and suggest our reply answer to RAN2.
Discussion
In the latest LS from RAN2:
	Based on the LS reply, RAN2 further discussed the different use cases of R16/17 default CBR parameters, and reached the following agreement during RAN2#119bis
[Proposal 18] Changes related to default CBR parameters are postponed to next meeting. (6/10)

[Session chair]: Check companies’ understanding (assuming R17 default CBR is configured)
· Case 1: partial sensing, R17 normal pool, R17 default CBR – partial
· Case 2a: random selection, R17 normal pool, R17 default CBR – random
· Case 2b: random selection, R16/17 exceptional pool, R16 default CBR
· Case 3: full sensing, R16/17 normal pool, R16 default CBR or invalid case?

· Case 1, 2a, 2b are confirmed. Case 3 will be revisited next meeting. 
RAN2 further discussed Case-3 above at RAN2#120 yet failed to reach consensus on whether or not it is valid. 
Therefore, RAN2 kindly requests RAN1 to provide answer to Q1 below.
Q1: When UE performs full sensing in R16/17 normal resource pool and has full sensing result available, is it a valid case that UE has no CBR measurement results and makes use of R16 default CBR for congestion control? 



Regarding the yellow highlighted case 3 asked by RAN2, in our understanding, this is an invalid case when UE performs full sensing in a R16/17 normal resource pool. Otherwise, the same case / scenario should also occur in Rel-16.
Technically, when a UE performs full sensing, the sensing window is 1100ms in a periodic resource pool and 100ms in an aperiodic resource pool. Since the CBR measurement length is 100ms, the full sensing UE performing mode 2 resource selection will always have sufficient CBR measurement results, regardless whether the resource pool supports periodic transmission or not. For a specially case when UE just turned on and tries to select resource without full sensing results, the UE would switch to the exceptional pool and perform random selection. This special case is already covered by case 2b in RAN2’s LS. Therefore, we do not see any reason why R16 default CBR is needed for a full sensing UE in a R16/17 normal resource pool.

Proposed reply to RAN2:
· It is RAN1’s understanding that Case 3 (full sensing, R16/17 normal pool) is an invalid case to use R16 default CBR.

Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed the question in RAN2 LS on default CBR configuration and suggested a reply answer as below:
Proposed reply to RAN2:
· It is RAN1’s understanding that Case 3 (full sensing, R16/17 normal pool) is an invalid case to use R16 default CBR.
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