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1	Introduction 
[bookmark: _Hlk71539747]In RAN1#116, the issue of multiplexing prioritization for a PUSCH without a TB was discussed and the following more issues were raised. 
	Further discuss the following issues in RAN1#116bis
· Issue#1: Whether “candidate PUSCHs” in TS 38.213 include a CG PUSCH without a TB if the CG PUSCH does not overlap with a DG PUSCH on a same serving cell?
· Issue#2: Whether the timeline conditions for Rel-16 prioritization procedure should be satisfied for a PUSCH with or without a TB?
· Issue#3: Whether a HP PUSCH with semi-persistent/aperiodic CSI reports without a TB can cancel an overlapping LP PUSCH on the same serving cell or an overlapping LP PUCCH?
· Issue#4: Whether it is necessary to restrict the cancelled LP PUSCH is a PUSCH with a TB?


In this contribution, our share our view regarding the raised issues above.
2	Discussion
We explain our views below based on our understanding from the current specifications.
Issue#1: Whether “candidate PUSCHs” in TS 38.213 include a CG PUSCH without a TB if the CG PUSCH does not overlap with a DG PUSCH on a same serving cell?

The answer to the above question depends on if Rel-16 UL skipping is enabled. 
If Rel-16 UL skipping is not enabled, the “candidate PUSCHs” does not include a CG PUSCH without a TB irrespective of whether it is overlapped or not with a DG PUSCH.
If Rel-16 UL skipping is enabled, there is a two-step approach.
· Step 1: All PUSCHs in a PUCCH slot, including any CG PUSCH with or without TB are considered to determine the PUSCH for UCI multiplexing. For this determination, the PUSCH prioritization procedures in 38.213 is applied.
· Step 2: If the outcome of Step 1 is a CG PUSCH without a TB, the CG PUSCH is transmitted with UCI multiplexed in, as described in MAC procedures.

Issue#2: Whether the timeline conditions for Rel-16 prioritization procedure should be satisfied for a PUSCH with or without a TB?

If a PUSCH with TB, or a PUSCH without TB that would be multiplexed with UCI is subject to Rel-16 prioritization, the timeline conditions are applied. 
If a PUSCH with TB, or a PUSCH without TB that would not be multiplexed with UCI is not subject to Rel-16 prioritization, the timeline conditions are not applied. 

Issue#3: Whether a HP PUSCH with semi-persistent/aperiodic CSI reports without a TB can cancel an overlapping LP PUSCH on the same serving cell or an overlapping LP PUCCH?

The answer is Yes.
The reason is that a HP PUSCH with semi-persistent/aperiodic CSI reports without a TB is transmitted.

Issue#4: Whether it is necessary to restrict the cancelled LP PUSCH is a PUSCH with a TB?

The answer is No.


Based on the above clarifications, no change in specifications is needed regarding PUSCH prioritization and UCI multiplexing including PUSCH without a TB. 
[bookmark: _Toc163258913]No change in specification is needed regarding PUSCH prioritization and UCI multiplexing including PUSCH without a TB.

[bookmark: _6_Rel-17_UE]3	Conclusion
In this contribution, we have discussed our view regarding the issues raised for UCI multiplexing on a PUSCH without TB in the last meeting.
Based on the discussion, we propose the following:
Proposal 1	No change in specification is needed regarding PUSCH prioritization and UCI multiplexing including PUSCH without a TB.
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