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1. Introduction
In this contribution, we will provide our view on the question of priority values of IUC Information MAC CE/IUC Request MAC CE agreed by RAN1 in RAN2 LS [1]. 

2. Discussion
When making the agreements below regarding the priority values of IUC Information MAC CE/IUC Request MAC CE, RAN1 assumed that they will be at least used in the physical procedures such as sensing/candidate resource (re-)selection, congestion control, prioritization between NR SL and NR UL or between NR SL and LTE SL. It was not the intention of RAN1 to define the priority orders of IUC information MAC CE/IUC request MAC CE in LCP procedure. 

	· Agreement made in RAN1#107bis-e meeting:
· For inter-UE coordination information triggered by an explicit request in Scheme 1, the priority value of the inter-UE coordination information is (pre)configured priority value if it is provided by (pre)configuration. Otherwise, the priority value is the same as indicated by UE-B’s explicit request.
· For the case when inter-UE coordination information is transmitted together with other data, the priority value of the multiplexed sidelink transmission is determined by the smallest priority value between the inter-UE coordination information and data

· Agreement made in RAN1#107bis-e meeting:
· For inter-UE coordination information triggered by an explicit request in Scheme 1, the priority value of explicit request is (pre)configured priority value if it is provided by (pre)configuration. Otherwise, the priority value is the same as that of a TB to be transmitted by UE-B.
· For the case when the explicit request is transmitted together with other data, the priority value of the multiplexed sidelink transmission is determined by the smallest priority value between the explicit request and data

· Agreement made in RAN1#107bis-e meeting:
· For inter-UE coordination information triggered by a condition other than explicit request reception in Scheme 1, the priority value of the inter-UE coordination information is (pre)configured priority value if it is provided by (pre)configuration. 
· FFS: Otherwise, the priority value is determined by UE-A’s implementation.
· For the case when inter-UE coordination information is transmitted together with other data, the priority value of the multiplexed sidelink transmission is determined by the smallest priority value between the inter-UE coordination information and data


 
In Rel-16 operation, the priority value of SL CSI Reporting MAC CE used in the physical procedures mentioned above is “1”, which was agreed by RAN2, not RAN1. From our understanding, this was closely related to the fact that the priority order of SL CSI reporting MAC CE was defined as “Data from SCCH > SL CSI Reporting MAC CE > Data from any STCH” in LCP procedure. In other words, if the priority value of SL CSI Reporting MAC CE could be larger than that of Data from any STCH, it was not reasonable that the priority order of SL CSI Reporting MAC CE was always set higher than that of Data from any STCH in LCP procedure. Also the priority value of “1” for SL CSI Reporting MAC CE was used for the application of prioritization rule (e.g., between NR SL and NR UL) in MAC layer.

For the question below on [1], in addition to the legacy principle explained above, considering that a direction that affects MAC specification should be avoided in the maintenance phase, the priority values of IUC Information MAC CE/IUC Request MAC CE can be fixed to “1” in Rel-17. Note that it is not technically desirable to independently define the priority values of IUC Information MAC CE/IUC Request MAC CE used for the physical procedure of sensing/candidate resource (re-)selection regardless of their priority orders in LCP procedure.

· [bookmark: _GoBack]Q1: Whether the priority value indicated by higher layer parameters priorityScheme1CoordInfoExplicit, priorityScheme1Request, and priorityScheme1CoordInfoCondition refers to the priority value of the MAC CE itself which affects its priority order used for LCP and multiplexing, or refers to the priority value which is used for sensing and/or candidate resource (re-)selection? In the former case (which is RAN2 assumption), RAN2 would like to ask RAN1 to remove these RRC parameters, or in the latter case, RAN2 would like to ask RAN1 to update the field description of these parameters if needed.

Proposal: The priority values of IUC Information MAC CE/IUC Request MAC CE are fixed to “1” in Rel-17.

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

Proposal: The priority values of IUC Information MAC CE/IUC Request MAC CE are fixed to “1” in Rel-17.
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