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1. Introduction
The Reply LS on the inter-UE coordination mechanism is sent from RAN1 to RAN2 and we will discuss the potential RAN2 specification impact as well as a draft reply LS to RAN1.
2. Discussion
In [1], the purposes of introducing higher layer parameters (priorityScheme1CoordInfoExplicit, priorityScheme1Request, and priorityScheme1CoordInfoCondition) is explained by RAN1, as follows:
	· Higher layer parameters (priorityScheme1CoordInfoExplicit, priorityScheme1CoordInfoCondition) are introduced to determine the priority value for sensing and candidate resource (re-)selection for transmitting the TB carrying the IUC MAC CE, and the priority value in the SCI Format 1-A corresponding to the TB carrying the IUC MAC CE. 
· Note that the above priority value also depends on other data multiplexed within the TB if any.
· Higher layer parameter (priorityScheme1Request) is introduced to determine the priority value for sensing and candidate resource (re-)selection for transmitting the TB carrying the IUC request MAC CE, and the priority value in the SCI Format 1-A corresponding to the TB carrying the IUC request MAC CE. 
· Note that the above priority value also depends on other data multiplexed within the TB if any.


[bookmark: _Hlk110961958]In RAN2, we already agreed to fix the priority value of IUC MAC CE and IUC request MAC CE as “1”. However, from RAN1’s point of view, the priority value defined in RAN2 for a MAC CE, will be in the end reflected in RAN1’s ‘sensing and candidate resource (re-)selection’ procedure, which means the priority value is used for determining the priority when doing sensing and candidate resource (re-)selection for that MAC CE transmission (carried by a TB).
Therefore, based on RAN1’s answer, we understand the higher layer parameters priorityScheme1CoordInfoExplicit, priorityScheme1Request, and priorityScheme1CoordInfoCondition actually refer to the priority value of the MAC CE itself which affects both its priority order used for LCP and multiplexing (from RAN2’s point of view), and its priority used when doing sensing and candidate resource (re-)selection for that MAC CE transmission (from RAN1’s point of view). Considering RAN2’s agreement to fix the priority value to ‘1’, we propose to dummify the related parameters in TS 38.331. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Also, according to the note in RAN1 reply LS, it seems that RAN1 has already consider the possibility that these three parameters may not be used in RAN2 specification.
Note: It is up to RAN2 to decide whether to fix the priorities of IUC MAC CE and IUC request MAC CE to ‘1’, as well as whether/how to update the related RAN2 specifications.
[bookmark: _Ref110963247]Proposal 1: The following parameters are dummified in TS 38.331:
-	sl-PriorityCoordInfoExplicit-r17
-	sl-PriorityCoordInfoCondition-r17
-	sl-PriorityRequest-r17 
3. Conclusion
[bookmark: _Hlk110351495]We have the following proposal: 
Proposal 1: The following parameters are dummified in TS 38.331:
-	sl-PriorityCoordInfoExplicit-r17
-	sl-PriorityCoordInfoCondition-r17
-	sl-PriorityRequest-r17 
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ANNEX - Draft reply LS
1 Overall description
RAN2 thanks RAN1 for the reply LS related to higher layer parameters priorityScheme1CoordInfoExplicit, priorityScheme1Request, and priorityScheme1CoordInfoCondition.
RAN2 would like to inform RAN1 that RAN2 will dummify the three parameters priorityScheme1CoordInfoExplicit, priorityScheme1Request, and priorityScheme1CoordInfoCondition in RAN2 specification (TS 38.331) as the result of our agreement to fix the priority value of IUC MAC CE and IUC request MAC CE as “1”.
2 Actions
To RAN1 
ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully asks RAN1 to take the above RAN2 decision into account in further work.




