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1. Introduction
In this contribution, we will provide our view on the question related to the SL LBT failure indication in RAN2 LS [1]. 

2. Discussion
For the question below on LS [1], considering that the working assumption made at the last RAN2 meeting (i.e., SL-specific consistent LBT failure detection is not relevant to cast type/DST/unicast link) and the occurrence of SL LBT failure could be different even between RB sets belonging to the same SL resource pool, we think that it would be desirable to define the granularity of SL LBT failure indication in a unit of RB set. In addition, since there are S-SSB slot(s) in which S-SSB transmission(s) are performed outside the SL resource pool, the notification/counting of SL LBT failure indication based on the granularity of the SL resource pool does not cover the SL LBT failure of these S-SSB transmission(s). In order to resolve this issue, the method in which the granularity of SL LBT failure indication is defined differently between PSCCH/PSSCH/PSFCH and S-SSB could be proposed (e.g., SL resource pool granularity for PSCCH/PSSCH/PSFCH, RB set granularity for S-SSB), but this should be avoided in terms of increasing the complexity of UE implementation.

· 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.).  

Observation: Considering that the occurrence of SL LBT failure could be different even between RB sets belonging to the same SL resource pool and there are S-SSB slot(s) in which S-SSB transmission(s) are performed outside the SL resource pool, it is not preferred that the granularity of SL LBT failure indication is defined in a unit of SL resource pool. 

Proposal: RAN1 provides an answer to the question on RAN2 LS [1] as follows:
· The granularity of SL LBT failure indication notified from PHY to MAC is per RB set

3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed how RAN1 provides feedbacks on RAN2’s question in LS [1]. The following observation and proposal are given.

Observation: Considering that the occurrence of SL LBT failure could be different even between RB sets belonging to the same SL resource pool and there are S-SSB slot(s) in which S-SSB transmission(s) are performed outside the SL resource pool, it is not preferred that the granularity of SL LBT failure indication is defined in a unit of SL resource pool. 

Proposal: RAN1 provides an answer to the question on RAN2 LS [1] as follows:
· The granularity of SL LBT failure indication notified from PHY to MAC is per RB set
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