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1	Introduction
This document is intended to facilitate the review process of the draft CR for TS 37.213 to introduction SL evolution enhancements for operation on shared spectrum.
2	Discussions
Please provide your comments on the latest version of the draft CR on 37.213 available in this folder.
	Company
	Comment

	OPPO
	Thanks to the editor’s great effort in preparing the draft CR.
Comment 1:
The second bullet of the following agreement is now captured in clause 4.5.3 of the draft CR, which we are fine. But we tend to think the first bullet of the agreement should be also captured in the TS 37.213 (e.g., in clause 4.5.6.3 or another clause as the editor see fit).
	Agreement
[bookmark: _Hlk148539682]After UE successfully performed a multi-channel access procedure for a set of RB sets, 
· A channel occupancy is initiated for the set of RB sets and the UE can use the initiated channel occupancy for own subsequent transmissions (including all S-SSB, PSFCH, PSCCH/PSSCH) when the channel access procedures described in clause 4.5.6.3 is used.
· When a channel occupancy is initiated using the channel access procedures described in clause 4.5.6.3 to transmit SL transmission(s), the channel occupancy can be shared to other UEs when the initiating UE transmits PSCCH/PSSCH in the SL transmission(s), and the channel occupancy time of each channel is the same in this case.



Comment 2:
According to the following latest agreement, the  increment behavior is restricted only to PSCCH/PSSCH (not all SL transmissions), so, we suggest to modify as followed in clause 4.5.4.
“If the latest  value is consecutively used for [X] times provided by higher layers for generation of  as described in clause 4.5.1 for SL PSSCH transmission(s) including PSSCH(s) without associated explicit HARQ-ACK feedback(s), the  is increased for every priority class  to the next higher allowed value.”
	Agreement
For the  autonomous update to the next higher allowed value when the same  value is consecutively used for X times for generation of ,
· The (pre-)configuration provides 1 value for X among a value range of {1, 8, 16, 32, ‘infinity’}.
· This operation is restricted only to PSCCH/PSSCH transmission with HARQ feedback indicator in SCI-2 is set to disabled, regardless of PSFCH resources being configured in a resource pool.



Comment 3 (minor editorials):
· Clause 4.5.3 (delete empty spaces)
· When a UE initiates a channel occupancy using the channel access procedures described in clause 4.5.1 on a channel to transmit SL transmission(s), the UE can provide a channel occupancy sharing information in SL control information that includes at least the Layer 1 source and destination IDs, the corresponding channel access priority class, the remaining channel occupancy duration , and the frequency domain information for the applicable RB set(s) of the channel occupancy.
· Otherwise, the initiated channel occupancy by the UE can be shared for SL transmission(s) by other UE(s) within a duration starting from the end of  slot  and ending at slot .


	Sharp
	Thanks for your great effort. The following seems to be a typo in clause 4.5.3.
“For the case when a UE transmits SL transmission(s) in a shared channel occupancy initiated by a UE, the channel access priority class value corresponding to the SL transmission(s) is at most equal to the channel access priority class value provided by the channel access priority class in the channel occupancy sharing information.”

	Editor
	@OPPO: Thanks for the careful review:
· Comment 1: Done
· Comment 2: Done
· Comment 3: fixed the second empty space but couldn’t find the first. The text in spec is different.

@Sharp: Thanks for the careful review. Done.

@All: The draft CR is updated to V001 based on the comments above.


	OPPO
	Thanks to the editor for the updated draft CR in v001.
A few points from our side:
· On our previous Comment 1, unfortunately, we don’t seem find the update in the latest v001. Perhaps a wrong version is uploaded from the editor.
· On our previous Comment 3,
· For the first empty space, it also exists in the editor’s draft CR. It is in the first paragraph of clause 4.5.3.
· For the second empty space, perhaps the ‘track change’ should be turned on, so that MCC is able to identify there is a change to the spec 😊
· On Sharp’s comment, the placement of the word “to” should be _one word earlier_ (as shown in Sharp’s comment) 😊

	Editor
	Sorry Kevin 😊
For comment 1, I had moved second bullet to 4.5.6.3 and missed the comment on first bullet. Now, I move back second bullet to 4.5.3 because it is about shared occupancy, and update 4.5.6.3 to capture 1st bullet.
Comment 3: Track changes are on. Perhaps you can highlight where it is. Or we skip it this time and fix it next time.

On sharp’s comment: Of course 😊 Thanks!

@All: The draft CR is updated to V002 based on the comments above.



	OPPO
	Thanks Sorour! 😊
I can see all the main points are now reflected in v002, and not fuss about the very minor editorials. We are fine with this version, and thanks for taking care of comments!

	Samsung
	Comment 1: For the highlighted part of the agreement, the channel occupancy time is defined per channel, but current text in draft spec reflect as for SL transmission(s). 
Agreement
After UE successfully performed a multi-channel access procedure for a set of RB sets, 
· A channel occupancy is initiated for the set of RB sets and the UE can use the initiated channel occupancy for own subsequent transmissions (including all S-SSB, PSFCH, PSCCH/PSSCH) when the channel access procedures described in clause 4.5.6.3 is used.
· When a channel occupancy is initiated using the channel access procedures described in clause 4.5.6.3 to transmit SL transmission(s), the channel occupancy can be shared to other UEs when the initiating UE transmits PSCCH/PSSCH in the SL transmission(s), and the channel occupancy time of each channel is the same in this case.

We suggest the following change in red: 
When a UE initiates a channel occupancy using the channel access procedures described in clause 4.5.6.3 to transmit SL transmission(s) on a set of RB sets, the channel occupancy can be shared with other UEs when the initiating UE transmits PSCCH/PSSCH in the SL transmission(s), and the channel occupancy time of the SL transmission(s) channel(s) is the same.
Comment 2: The wording “SL” seems duplicated, since all the channel names already include “SL” inside. We suggest the following change in red: 

The procedures in this clause are applied for SL PSCCH/PSSCH/S-SSB transmission(s) and can be applied for PSFCH transmission.

Comment 3: The wording “all” is misleading, which could be interpreted as all of the components need to be included in the transmissions. So we suggest the following change in red (or anything equivalent is ok):

After a UE successfully performs a multi-channel access procedure for a set of RB sets, a channel occupancy is initiated for the set of RB sets and the UE can use the initiated channel occupancy for own subsequent transmissions (including all any of S-SSB, PSFCH, or PSCCH/PSSCH).

=================================================================
The following comments may not be particularly applicable for the change in this version, but we believe they are all editorial. If editor or other companies have concerns, we can submit formal TP in the next meeting’s contribution. 

Comment 4: RAN1 agreement for using CAPC 1 is applicable for PSFCH only or S-SSB only transmission, but current wording “including PSFCH or S-SSB transmission(s)” could be interpreted as possible multiplexing with other channels. So we suggest the following change for clarity: 
When a UE applies Type 1 channel access procedures to transmit SL transmission(s) including only PSFCH or only S-SSB transmission(s), the UE shall use the channel access priority class  in Table 4.5-1.

Comment 5: The wording “RB set” should not be used when referring to channel access procedure, since the channel access procedure should be performed over “channel” instead of “RB set”, which follows the same principle as in NR-U (i.e., in the legacy TS 37.213 spec for NR-U, no mentioning of “RB set”). A channel is 20 MHz, which is the bandwidth that LBT is performed, and it includes a corresponding RB set together with a guard band (e.g., either intra cell or inter cell). When describing the channel access procedure over RB set, there could be implying that the sensing is performed over the RB set only, which actually violate the regulation, and shall be performed over the whole channel. So we suggest to replace “RB set” to “channel” whenever applicable, or replace “RB set” to “channel including the RB set” if people prefer to keep the wording “RB set”. 

Comment 6: The wording “outside a shared channel occupancy” is really confusing to us (we suggested some wording change in the last version of the spec, and didn’t see when it’s revised). By current specification, no such scenario is clearly defined. We still prefer the following wording as marked in red: 
 if Type 2A SL channel access procedures is performed for a SL transmission(s) that occurs outside a shared to initiate a channel occupancy and the SL transmission(s) includes only S-SSB as described in clause 4.5.2; otherwise ;


	QC
	We thank the editor for providing the updates and we propose the following changes:
QC-TP1
		Reason for change:
	It is unusual to restrict a general principle for CAPC selection (when targeting a set of transmissions to be covered by a single channel access procedure) to consecutive transmissions. A UE is perfectly capable of determining the set of transmissions to be targeted by this channel access according to its implementation. There is no reason to force the UE to consider only consecutive transmissions. 
In fact, the following error case may arise: The UE has PSSCH1 and PSSCH2 in non-consecutive slots (e.g., 1 slot gap), and PSSCH2 cannot be considered for the CAPC determination for the channel access procedure. In this case if CAPC of PSSCH2 is higher than the selected CAPC for the channel access procedure the UE will have to do another Type 1 channel access and must complete it within 1 slot. It would be preferable to give the UE the flexibility of including PSSCH2 in the CAPC determination, so that there is a chance to use a single channel access procedure to serve the two transmissions over the same channel occupancy (according to currently specified limitations for channel occupancy usage, e.g., stop/resume behavior)

	Summary of change:
	Remove the restriction for applicability of the clause, and allow the clause generally for ‘multiple SL transmissions’ instead of ‘multiple SL transmissions over one slot or multiple consecutive slots’.

	Consequences if not approved:
	If the change is not implemented the specified text is not aligned with NR-U.
Further, the applicability of the general principle for CAPC selection is unnecessarily restricted leading to performance loss in common use cases (e.g., transmissions that are non-consecutive, but close enough in time so that they can encompassed withing a single channel occupancy)



< Start of text proposal >
[bookmark: _Toc146728075]4.5	Sidelink Channel access procedures 
When a UE applies Type 1 channel access procedure to initiate a channel occupancy for multiple SL transmissions over one slot or multiple consecutive slots, the highest CAPC value among the associated CAPC values with the multiple SL transmissions is used for performing the Type 1 channel access procedure.
<Unchanged part omitted>
<End of text proposal>



QC-TP2
		Reason for change:
	The specification text is currently unusually spelling out that a procedure ‘is applied’ to certain transmissions and ‘can be applied’ to other transmissions. In our view, only the applicability of the procedure should be defined in the specification text (there is no reason to dwell in this section on whether/how the transmissions are actually performed, which is tackled in other sections, e.g., stop/resume behavior).

	Summary of change:
	The ‘applicability’ of the channel access procedure in 4.5.6.3 is defined for all the SL transmissions.

	Consequences if not approved:
	The specification text is unclear for what concerns the applicability of the procedure in 4.5.6.3, and the reader cannot understand the difference between ‘is applied for SL PSCCH/PSSCH/S-SSB’ and ‘can be applied for PSFCH’.



< Start of text proposal >
[bookmark: _Toc28873156][bookmark: _Toc35593614][bookmark: _Toc44669022][bookmark: _Toc51607171][bookmark: _Toc121822667]4.5.6.3	Multi-channel access procedures for SL transmissions
The procedures described in this clause are applicableed for to SL PSCCH/PSSCH/S-SSB/PSFCH transmission(s) and can be applied for PSFCH transmission.
<Unchanged part omitted>
<End of text proposal>



QC-TP3
		Reason for change:
	The current specification does not support that after accessing multiple channels for initial PSFCH transmission(s) (on some RB sets within ) the UE can transmit other channels signals within the remaining COT duration over the RB sets that are part of the channel occupancy (those in which the LBT is successful). The current specification also does not align with the procedures in 4.5.6.3, and NR-U in procedures 4.1.6, and 4.3.3 (in those procedures, a device could access a set , and nothing prevents that can later transmit on a smaller set  if the transmission can be transmitted according to the specified limitations imposed by the channel occupancy utilization)

	Summary of change:
	The procedures described in the relevant clauses are made ‘applicable for accessing for PSFCH transmission(s)’ instead of restricting that the allowed transmission in a channel occupancy obtained with the said procedures are exclusively PSFCH transmissions (e.g., a UE could perform a data transmission overlapping with a subset of contiguous RB sets for which LBT was successful after the multiple channels are accessed with initial PSFCH transmission(s))

	Consequences if not approved:
	If a channel occupancy is started with the procedures in 4.5.6.1 and 4.5.6.2 only PSFCH transmissions can be performed in the said channel occupancy, which is unnecessarily restrictive and can decrease system performance. 

Also, the specification text would remain not aligned with 4.5.6.3, and NR-U (4.1.6, 4.3.3).



< Start of text proposal >
4.5.6.1	Type A multi-channel access procedures for PSFCH transmissions
A UE can access multiple channels on which only PSFCH transmissions are performed, according to tThe procedures described in this clause .are applicable to PSFCH transmission(s).
<Unchanged part omitted>
4.5.6.2	Type B multi-channel access procedures for PSFCH transmissions
A UE can access multiple channels on which only PSFCH transmissions are performed, according to tThe procedures described in this clause .are applicable to PSFCH transmission(s).
<Unchanged part omitted>
<End of text proposal>



QC-TP4
		Reason for change:
	The current specification text explicitly recites that the procedure in 4.5.6.3 can start a channel occupancy and that such channel occupancy can be shared. This text is currently not applied to procedures in 4.5.6.1 and 4.5.6.2, which it should be (a channel access procedure using a given CAPC by definition starts a channel occupancy with channel occupancy time as per the used CAPC). Also COT sharing is supported in a channel occupancy time (COT-SI can be delivered in PSSCH if PSSCH is transmitted in the said channel occupancy). There is no reason to treat differently a channel occupancy obtained with 4.5.6.1 and 4.5.6.2.

	Summary of change:
	The text related to initiating a channel occupancy and sharing a channel occupancy is applied also to 4.5.6.1 and 4.5.6.2.

	Consequences if not approved:
	If a UE applies Type A or Type B multi-channel access procedure it will access the multiple channels only for a single instance of PSFCH transmission, while it should start a channel occupancy (that can be shared) on the channels over which LBT is successful. The existing specified rules for the use of those channels still apply for further transmissions. If this change is not adopted the UE may unnecessarily perform many more channel access, thus resulting in higher latency and throughput loss.



< Start of text proposal >
4.5.3	SL channel access procedures in a shared channel occupancy
<Unchanged part omitted>
After a UE successfully performs a multi-channel access procedure for a set of RB sets, a channel occupancy is initiated for the set of RB sets and the UE can use the initiated channel occupancy for own subsequent transmissions (including all S-SSB, PSFCH, PSCCH/PSSCH).

When a UE initiates a channel occupancy using the channel access procedures described in this clause 4.5.6.3 to transmit SL transmission(s) on a set of RB sets, the channel occupancy can be shared with other UEs when the initiating UE transmits PSCCH/PSSCH in the SL transmission(s), and the channel occupancy time of the SL transmission(s) is the same.

<Unchanged part omitted>
4.5.6.3	Multi-channel access procedures for SL transmissions
<Unchanged part omitted>
After a UE successfully performs a multi-channel access procedure for a set of RB sets, a channel occupancy is initiated for the set of RB sets and the UE can use the initiated channel occupancy for own subsequent transmissions (including all S-SSB, PSFCH, PSCCH/PSSCH).
<Unchanged part omitted>
<End of text proposal>



QC-TP5
		Reason for change:
	The current specification text still has squared brackets on the text specifying how to handle CW adjustments for Type A/B procedures (4.5.6.1 and 4.5.6.2) when a UE try to access for PSFCH and aims to transmit PSSCH in the same channel occupancy. It is our view that the text in squared brackets is critical to determine which previous PSSCH transmission is relevant for the reference duration determination, which in turns determine the relevant feedback over which the CW would be adjusted. We note also that since the CW is maintained per channel, a new Type A/B procedure may find that the CW value on each channel is very high due to previous accesses on these channels (not necessarily performed with Type A/B). In which case the UE may wan to update the CW before performing Type A/B, to have a chance of resetting the CW. 

	Summary of change:
	Remove the squared brackets and confirm the specification text in sections 4.5.6.1, 4.5.6.2.1, and 4.5.6.2.2 with minor changes for consistency with NR-U spec.

	Consequences if not approved:
	The UE doesn’t have a mean to determine which is the relevant PSSCH in previous transmissions to be considered for CW adjustment. Therefore, spec text is unclear on how to perform CW adjustment for Type A/B. The UE may unnecessarily avoid updating the CW (e.g. when CW has reached high values), which may cause higher access latency and throughput loss.



< Start of text proposal >
4.5.6.1	Type A multi-channel access procedures for PSFCH transmissions
<Unchanged part omitted>
[For determining  for channel , any PSSCH that fully or partially overlaps with channel , is used in the procedures described in clause 4.5.4.]
<Unchanged part omitted>
4.5.6.2	Type B multi-channel access procedures for PSFCH transmissions
<Unchanged part omitted>
4.5.6.2.1	Type B1 multi-channel access procedure
[For determining for channel  a set of channels , any PSSCH that fully or partially overlaps with any channel , is used in the procedures described in clause 4.5.4.]
<Unchanged part omitted>
4.5.6.2.2	Type B2 multi-channel access procedure
[For determining  for channel , any PSSCH that fully or partially overlaps with channel , is used in the procedures described in clause 4.5.4.]

<End of text proposal>



On other companies comments:
· OPPO/Sharp  fine
· Samsung C1, C2, C3, C5  fine
· Samsung C4: should adopt a language so that the 3 following cases are covered:
· Only PSFCH(s)
· Only S-SSB(s)
· A mix of PSFCH(s) and S-SSB(s)
· Samsung C6: we prefer to adopt a wording that does not leave ambiguity to the reader, that is spelling out the constraints of that access procedure, e.g.:
·  if Type 2A SL channel access procedures is performed for a SL S-SSB transmission(s) where the time duration of S-SSB transmission(s) is at most  with a duty cycle of at most ; otherwise ;

	CATT/
CICTCI
	Thank you Sorour for the great efforts on providing the CR!
From our understanding, this post email discussion on the draft CR is to reflect RAN1#114b agreements and fix obvious editing errors. With this understanding, we think the current draft CR v002 really reflects the RAN1#114b agreements. We support the draft CR v002😊. Thank you!

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Thanks editor for preparing the draft CR. For the draft CR, we have following suggestions.
Comment #1
Following agreement is agreed and the green highlight part in the second sub-bullet requires the channel occupancy time of each channel is the same. For example, when UE-1 initiates a COT on RB set 0 and RB set 1, and UE-2 shares the COT in the both RB sets, the COT of RB set 0 and 1 should be the same. However, current spec is read as the COT of transmissions, e.g. the UE-1’s transmission and UE2’s transmission, has the same COT.
	Agreement
After UE successfully performed a multi-channel access procedure for a set of RB sets, 
· A channel occupancy is initiated for the set of RB sets and the UE can use the initiated channel occupancy for own subsequent transmissions (including all S-SSB, PSFCH, PSCCH/PSSCH) when the channel access procedures described in clause 4.5.6.3 is used.
· When a channel occupancy is initiated using the channel access procedures described in clause 4.5.6.3 to transmit SL transmission(s), the channel occupancy can be shared to other UEs when the initiating UE transmits PSCCH/PSSCH in the SL transmission(s), and the channel occupancy time of each channel is the same in this case.


Thus, changes are suggested as below.
	[bookmark: _Toc146728092]4.5.6.3	Multi-channel access procedures for SL transmissions
…
When a UE initiates a channel occupancy using the channel access procedures described in this clause to transmit SL transmission(s) on a set of RB sets, the channel occupancy can be shared with other UEs when the initiating UE transmits PSCCH/PSSCH in the SL transmission(s), and the channel occupancy time of the SL transmission(s) each RB set is the same.



Comment #2
Minor editorial change.
	[bookmark: _Toc146728081]4.5.3	SL channel access procedures in a shared channel occupancy
For the case when a UE transmits SL transmission(s) in a shared channel occupancy initiated by a UE, the channel access priority class value corresponding to the to SL transmission(s) is at most equal to the channel access priority class value provided by the channel access priority class in the channel occupancy sharing information.



For the comments from other companies:
OPPO/Sharp TPs: ok with it.
SS Comment #1: similar as our comment #1.
SS Comment #2/3/4: ok. For the case of mixture S-SSB and PSFCH in comments #4, we think it can follow the following spec. Maybe no need further specification.
	When a UE applies Type 1 channel access procedure to initiate a channel occupancy fortransmit multiple transport blocks (TBs) over multiple SL transmissions over one slot or multiple consecutive slots, the highest CAPC value among the associated CAPC values with the multiple TBsSL transmissions is used for performing the Type 1 channel access procedure


SS Comment #6: we think the difference is minor. No change is acceptable.
QC-TP1: Open for discussion. One comment is whether different cases should be considered separately. For example, UE1 intends to initiate a COT with MCOT=6ms, and transmit PSSCH_1 at 1ms and PSSCH_2 at 6ms.
· Case 1: channel is contiguously idle from 2ms and 5ms.
· Case 2: channel is occupied by other UE/RAT at any one time from 2ms and 5ms.
For case 1, it can be regarded as stop-resume transmission, and considering the CAPC of both PSSCH_1 and PSSCH_2 seems applicable. For case 2, the COT is interrupted between transmissions, to consider the CAPC of PSSCH_2 seems not valid. Furthermore, a question is whether UE can know it is case 1 or case 2 when it performs channel access?

QC-TP2: OK.
QC-TP3/TP4: Open for discussion whether DL multi-channel access has same merit of UL multi-channel access or not, e.g. UE transmits its own PSSCH after it performs DL based multi-channel access for PSFCH transmission and shares the COT to others after PSSCH transmission. Some details should be clarified firstly, such as when a UE performs Type B multi-channel access and initiates a COT, whether the UE can still use the COT for its own transmission or share to others on the RB sets that the UE performs 25us channel access?

QC-TP5: ok

	LGE
	Thanks for the update. 

On capturing the agreed TP, we are fine with the latest version of the draft CR at this moment.  

We have some comments on the update.

LGE#1:
According to the following agreement, the value of X is determined by the (pre)configured parameter, but not up to UE implementation. However, the current wording seems that the higher layer at the UE provide the value of X. 

[bookmark: _Hlk148044407]Agreement
For the  autonomous update to the next higher allowed value when the same  value is consecutively used for X times for generation of ,
· The (pre-)configuration provides 1 value for X among a value range of {1, 8, 16, 32, ‘infinity’}.
· This operation is restricted only to PSCCH/PSSCH transmission with HARQ feedback indicator in SCI-2 is set to disabled, regardless of PSFCH resources being configured in a resource pool.

In that point of view, we suggest to modify it as follows: 

If the latest  value is consecutively used for [X] times provided by higher layer parameter [sl-CWSforPsschWithoutHarqAck] for generation of  as described in clause 4.5.1 for SLPSSCH transmission(s) including PSSCH(s) without associated explicit HARQ-ACK feedback(s), the  is increased for every priority class  to the next higher allowed value.

LGE#2:
For COT sharing, following part also needs to be changed accordingly. Otherwise, it would be ambiguous whether the UE can share its own COT or not. 

	4.5.3	SL channel access procedures in a shared channel occupancy
When a UE initiates a channel occupancy using the channel access procedures described in clause 4.5.1 or multi-channel access procedure described in clause 4.5.6.3 on a channel(s) to transmit SL transmission(s), the UE can provide a channel occupancy sharing information in SL control information that includes at least the Layer 1 source and destination IDs, the corresponding channel access priority class, the remaining channel occupancy duration , and the frequency domain information for the applicable RB set(s) of the channel occupancy.




	OPPO
	On comments/suggestions from other companies, please find our views below.

Samsung’s comment #1 / HW’s comment #1:
· Considering spec language used, I think Samsung’s wording is more consistent.
Samsung’s comment #2, #3, #4:
· We are OK
Samsung’s comment #5:
· It is up to the editor to decide which wording “RB set” or “channel” is more appropriate on a case-by-case basis.
Samsung’s comment #6:
· We think QC’s suggestion is more aligned with the original intention (only for discovery burst in NR-U). But a small editorial change below on top of QC’s version.
·  if Type 2A SL channel access procedures is performed for a SL S-SSB transmission(s) where the time duration of S-SSB transmission(s) is at most  with a duty cycle of at most ; otherwise ;
QC’s TP #1, #3, #4, #5
· We share a similar view with CATT/CICTCI.
QC’s TP #2
· Technically and spec wording wise, tend to agree with QC’s suggestion to avoid future confusion. The suggested wording here has the same meaning as the agreed TP, but more efficient and clearer. Otherwise, in the future, one could ask what is the difference between “are applied” and “can be applied” in the context of multi-channel access procedures. 
LGE’s comment #1 and #2:
· Agree

	Editor
	Thank you all for the review, and thanks Kevin for providing a summary and sharing your assessment.

General comment/request:
· It seems most of the comments are not related to the agreements made in RAN1#114bis. It would have been preferred if these issues had been discussed at RAN1#114b (together with other open issues with [] in spec) and resolved by some endorsed TPs. Hopefully, these issues will be addressed in RAN1#115.
· Some companies (LG, CATT/CICTCI) clearly state that the current version of draft CR is sufficient at this stage. 
· Some comments improve the accuracy and clarity of specifications. Those are addressed in the next updated. For remaining comments, Editor suggests discussing next meeting and resolve in a form of endorsed TPs.
· Regarding Samsung’s Comment#5: It is a valid point. I recall that was discussed for NR-U as well. However, since there are different views, hopefully companies can converge next meeting.
· Regarding Samsung’s Comment#6: Agree that ”outside Cot”is not clear. Before or after? But it seems there are different views. Editor suggests to discuss next meeting  

Based on above, the comments implemented in v003, as well as those for further discussions at next meeting are listed below:
· Samsung#1: Implemented
· Samsung#2: Implemented
· Samsung#3: Implemented
· Samsung#4: Implemented
· Samsung#5: Discuss next meeting (Editor agrees with comment)
· Samsung#6: Discuss next meeting
· QC#1: Discuss next meeting
· QC#2: Implemented (in v002 “applicable..” changed to “applied ..”)
· QC#3: Discuss next meeting (Editor agrees)
· QC#4: Discuss next meeting (Seems a valid point not to exclude procedures in 4.5.6.1 & 4.5.6.2)
· QC#5: Discuss next meeting
· HW#1: Implemented (Samsung version)
· HW#2: Was implemented in v002
· LGE#1: Implemented
· LGE#2: Implemented (shortened version)

The draft CR is updated to v003.
Please consider the remaining issues discussed above in the next meeting.


	CATT/CICTCI
	Thanks Sorour for updating the CR! For the draft CR v003, we are mostly fine, except the latest reversion of 4.5.6.3.
In RAN1#114b, we have the following agreement:
Agreement
TP#3 Proposal v2 in section 4.3.2 of R1-2310292 is endorsed for TS37.213 clause 4.5.6.3
	< Start of text proposal >
4.5.6	Channel access procedures for transmission(s) on multiple channels
<Unchanged part omitted>
4.5.6.3	Multi-channel access procedures for SL transmissions
The procedures in this clause are applicable applied for SL PSCCH/PSSCH/S-SSB transmission(s) [and can be applied for PSFCH] transmission(s).
A UE can access multiple channels on which SL transmissions are performed, according to the procedures described in this clause.
<End of text proposal>



Regarding the difference between “are applied” and “can be applied”, our understanding is that has been clearly defined in TR 21.801 (Annex E). Here, for PSFCH transmission, we have the following agreement in RAN1#111, which implies NR-U DL (Type A or Type B) multi-channel access procedure is considered as the baseline for multiple PSFCH transmissions on multiple channels. 
	Agreement
For dynamic channel access mode with multi-channel case in SL-U, use NR-U DL (Type A or Type B) multi-channel access procedure as the baseline for multiple PSFCH transmissions on multiple channels, where each PSFCH transmission is confined within one LBT channel 
· FFS: the case for S-SSB if agreed to transmit S-SSB (or S-SSB can be (pre-)configured) in more than one RB set
· FFS: whether type A or type B or both will be supported for this case for PSFCH
· FFS: whether multiple PSFCH transmissions on multiple channels after performing the multi-channel access procedure is limited to contiguous RB sets




For NR-U UL multi-channel access procedure (as used in 4.5.6.3), it is an additional choice when performing PSFCH transmission. Therefore, “can be applied” should be used for statements of possibility and capability, instead of using “is applied” to indicate statements of fact.

With the above analysis, we think there is no ambiguous in the endorsed TP. We propose using the content that we had in the agreement. Thank you!

	Moderator
	Thanks CATT for the comment.
I reverted the change in v003 to apply the endorsed TP. That is reflected in v004.

@All: If a TP is endorsed, it is appreciated not to change that one during spec review. It is difficult for Editor to judge whether the additional changes are pure clarifications or leads to a direction causing concern. 
As mentioned earlier, it is not efficient to use the post meeting email discussion review to debate on already endorsed TPs or technical discussion to resolve issues. 
Thank you for understanding.




3	Conclusion
The email discussion concluded by endorsing draft CR v004 by RAN1 Chair.
The draft CR is uploaded by R1-2310753.
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