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1	Introduction
During RAN1#99 meeting, we have the following agreement regarding to the priority of SRS:
Agreements:
· P/SP-SRS and A-SRS triggered by DCI format 2_3 are treated with low priority.
· FFS the priority of A-SRS triggered by other DCI formats – revisit on Friday

During RAN1#100-e meeting, two options were proposed and discussed for the FFS part:
· Option 1: Priority of A-SRS should follow the priority indicator carried in the DCI that triggers the A-SRS.
· Option 2: For A-SRS triggered by DL/UL scheduling DCI, it is always treated as low priority for resolving collision between UL transmissions.
However, no agreement can be achieved during the meeting. In this contribution, we provide our views on this issue considering the gNB link adaptation flexibility.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
Receiving the channel status may help the gNB provide better link adaptation function and prioritizing the A-SRS can help especially for the higher priority traffic.  In a UL transmission priority conflicting case, the scheduling DCI of a higher priority traffic is typically sent later than the DCI of a lower priority one. If an A-SRS triggered by the DCI indicating higher priority can be transmitted while colliding with another channel with lower priority, the gNB may obtain the channel status for the higher priority traffic and manage link adaptation with more flexibility. For example, the gNB can decide whether to trigger an A-SRS transmission base on the different conditions (e.g., efficiency and/or reliability of lower priority traffic) if it collided with a lower priority channel according to the triggering DCI.
[bookmark: _GoBack]On the contrary, some companies propose that A-SRS should always be treated as a low priority for resolving collision between UL transmissions. One reason is that it’s not reasonable to associate the priority of A-SRS triggered by DCI formats other than DCI format 2_3 with that of PUSCH. In addition, they believe it’s a corner case the gNB can improve the link adaptation with a UE through quick A-SRS reception. However, we think it’s always beneficial for gNB to have this flexibility to improve the link adaptation and can be left for the network to decide whether to support this function. Therefore, we prefer to adopt option 1 on this issue.
Proposal:
The priority of A-SRS should follow the priority indicator carried in the DCI that triggers the A-SRS.
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