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1 Introduction
RAN2 sent an LS to RAN1 [1], where the following question was asked:
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. 
RAN1 was respectfully asked to take the above RAN2 agreements into account and to provide feedback on Q1 above, which we do in this paper.
2 Discussions
Regarding the priority values, there are 5 RAN1 agreements and they refer to the following two cases:
· Case 1: priority of IUC Info and Request info
· Case 2: priority that UE-A uses during sensing procedure when determining preferred resource set
We explain these two cases as below.
Case 1: Priority of IUC Info and Request info
· The related RAN1 agreements are copied below.
· The related RRC parameters are (see R1-2202541): priorityScheme1CoordInfoExplicit, priorityScheme1Request, priorityScheme1CoordInfoCondition
· Note: these parameters are the ones explicitly mentioned in the RAN2’s LS.
In summary, these three parameters are to define the priority of IUC information and the explicit request, and are not used for determining preferred resource set during sensing procedure (this is further explained in Case 2).
As explained in RAN2’s LS, RAN2 prefers to fix the priority value of IUC MAC CE and IUC request MAC CE as “1” due to the complexity of implementing RAN1 agreement. Since IUC information and explicit request are both conveyed in MAC CE, we assume it is within RAN2’s expertise to define the priority of a MAC CE, i.e., same handling of priority value of other MAC CE in both Rel-16 and Rel-17, e.g. SL CSI report, SL DRX, etc. It is also noted that there is no operation error in the system if RAN2 implements their preference.

	Agreement
· 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
· 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
· 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


Case 2: Priority that UE-A uses during sensing procedure when determining preferred resource set
· The related RAN1 agreements are copied below.
· The related RRC parameter is (see R1-2202541): priorityPreferredResourceSetScheme1
· RAN2’s LS does not mention this parameter
According to the RAN1 agreements, this priority is determined as follows:
1) When IUC information is triggered by UE-B’s explicit request, this priority value is provided by UE-B’s explicit request
2) When IUC information is triggered by a condition other than explicit request, this priority value is (pre-)configured value. If there is no (pre-)configuration, it is determined by UE-A’s implementation.
	Agreement
For Condition 1-A-1 of Scheme 1, the set of resources preferred for UE-B’s transmission is a form of candidate single-slot resource as specified in Rel-16 TS 38.214 Section 8.1.4
· When the inter-UE coordination information transmission is triggered by UE-B’s explicit request, the candidate single-slot resource(s) are determined in the same way according to Rel-16 TS 38.214 Section 8.1.4 with at least following parameters provided by signaling from UE-B. FFS whether or not to apply RSRP threshold increase in Step 7) of Rel-16 TS 38.214 Section 8.1.4.
· Priority value to be used for PSCCH/PSSCH transmission 
· It replaces prio_TX
· Number of sub-channels to be used for PSSCH/PSCCH transmission in a slot
· It replaces L_subCH
· Resource reservation interval 
· It replaces P_rsvp_TX
· FFS: Starting/ending time location of resource selection window
· FFS : In addition to Rel-16 procedure, use inter-UE coordination information from other UEs
· If there is no consensus in RAN1#106bis-e, no further discussions for Rel-17
Agreement
· For determining preferred resource set in Scheme 1, when inter-UE coordination information transmission is triggered by a condition other than explicit request reception, 
· Values of following parameters are (pre)configured for a resource pool. If there is no (pre)configuration, UE-A determines by its implementation the values of the following parameters
· prio_TX
· L_subCH
· P_rsvp_TX
· UE-A determines by its implementation values of following parameters 
· n+T_1, n+T_2
· FFS: Whether/how to support (pre)configuration of n+T_1 and n+T_2
· Note that it is up to RAN2 decision whether/how the values of these parameters are provided by PC5-RRC signaling from UE-B to UE-A and UE-A uses the received information to determine the preferred resource set



Proposal 1:  Reply Q1 to RAN2 as follows:
· These parameters refer to the priority value of the MAC CE itself which affects its priority order used for LCP and multiplexing.
· RAN1 can remove these RRC parameters if RAN2 decides to specify that both priority value of IUC information and request for IUC is fixed to 1 .
· RAN1 additionally notes that the priority value used during the sensing procedure for a preferred resource set is priorityPreferredResourceSetScheme1.

3 Conclusions
Following proposals were made:
Proposal 1:  Reply Q1 to RAN2 as follows:
· These parameters refer to the priority value of the MAC CE itself which affects its priority order used for LCP and multiplexing.
· RAN1 can remove these RRC parameters if RAN2 decides to specify that both priority value of IUC information and request for IUC is fixed to 1 .
· RAN1 additionally notes that the priority value used during the sensing procedure for a preferred resource set is priorityPreferredResourceSetScheme1.
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