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INTRODUCTION
NR V2X work item was approved at RAN#83. The following objectives for coexistence between NR sidelink and LTE sidelink are captured in WID RP-190766[1].
	· Solutions for ‘not co-channel’ in-device coexistence between LTE and NR sidelinks
· TDM-based solutions as per the study outcome [RAN1, RAN2, RAN4]
· FDM-based solutions with static power allocation as per the study outcome [RAN4]
· This will not consider the case where LTE and NR sidelinks are in the same frequency band.
· No impact to LTE specifications at least from RAN1 and RAN2 perspective.


In last RAN1#98bis meeting and email discussion [98b-NR-18], we have made consensus on following agreements [2]:
	Agreements:
· For Tx/Rx overlap, 
· If packet priorities of both LTE and NR sidelinks are known to both RATs prior to time of transmission/reception (subject to processing time restrictions), then the packet with a higher relative priority is transmitted/received 
· In case the priorities of LTE and NR sidelink packets are the same, then it is up to UE implementation as to which packet is transmitted/received
Agreements:
· For sidelink synchronization signal/channel (including S-SSB and LTE SLSS/PSBCH) priority for a UE is (pre)-configured per UE 
· The (pre)-configured priority is used in the same way as the priority for other channel/signals w.r.t. prioritization for handling in-device co-existence
· Note: it is understood that the same priority (pre)-configuration is intended for all the related UEs 
· The priority of PSFCH is set as the priority of the corresponding PSSCH.
Agreements:
· UE reports its capability to the network of whether it supports short-term time scale TDM solutions.
· Resource allocation related information is not reported to other RAT.


In this contribution, we expressed our views on two remaining issues.
DISCUSSION
According to feature lead summary [3], following aspects were discussed at last meeting and associated agreements were achieved as listed above respectively.
1.	Short Term TDM solution for TX/RX overlap between LTE and NR
2.	Priority of PSBCH/CSI/PSFCH transmission
3.	Coexistence with Network Involvement
2.1 Coexistence with Network Involvement
Regarding the 3rd issue, agreements were made that 'resource allocation related information is not reported to other RAT'. The proponents of this agreement thought that gNB can get the resource pool configuration from O&M so explicit signaling is not required from a UE, as well as, due to the lack of time to open this issue in current WI stage.
Actually, resource pool configuration information can indeed assist gNB to schedule SL resources and enhance the scheduling efficiency, which can also reduce overlap occasions from UE’s perspective. Besides, we don't think gNB and eNB can always share the resource pool information and in this case, the UE's reporting of related resource pool information will be helpful. So, we propose that,
Proposal 1: Study UE reporting resource pool configuration information to network in further release.
2.2 Effect on resource allocation
With respect to another issue summarized in feature lead summary, i.e., effect on resource allocation, some companies proposed that for a UE in NR mode 2, the UE’s NR sidelink resource selection procedure should consider the resource reservation in LTE sidelink transmission and reception. 
From our perspective, this is not necessary at current WI stage neither. Firstly, the benefit at the cost of bring complexity to NR sidelink resource selection procedure is unclear to us. Secondly, we have short-term time solutions to handle TX/TX and TX/Rx coexistence issue already, any potential collisions without the proposal can be handled by these solutions. So, at current WI stage, we don't see the necessity to introduce this feature.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK5][bookmark: OLE_LINK6]Proposal 2: For a UE in NR mode 2, the UE’s NR sidelink resource selection procedure DON'T need to consider the resource reservation in LTE sidelink.
CONCLUSION
[bookmark: _GoBack]In this contribution, we provided our views on sidelink resource selection procedure with respect to coexistence issues and proposed that:
Proposal 1: Study UE reporting resource pool configuration information to network in further release.
Proposal 2: For a UE in NR mode 2, the UE’s NR sidelink resource selection procedure DON'T need to consider the resource reservation in LTE sidelink.
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