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Introduction
RAN1 received a reply LS from RAN2 with following agreement on priority for IUC and asks RAN1 to provide feedback if any concern[1]：
	RAN2 thanks RAN1 for the reply LS on the inter-UE coordination mechanism in R2-2206915/R1-2205400.

RAN2 would like to inform RAN1 that in RAN2#119-e meeting it was agreed by RAN2 to keep the following three parameters in TS 38.331 with updated field descriptions based on the clarification by RAN1. 
· sl-PriorityCoordInfoExplicit-r17
· sl-PriorityCoordInfoCondition-r17
· sl-PriorityRequest-r17

These three priority values are to be used in sensing and candidate resource selection in PHY layer. On the other hand, the fixed priority value “1” is to be used for IUC MAC CE and IUC request MAC CE in MAC layer for Logical Channel Prioritization (LCP) procedure.


In this contribution, we will discuss the reply from RAN2 and give our views. 
Discussion
RAN2 determined in RAN2#117-e meeting that the priority for IUC related MAC CEs, including IUC MAC CE and IUC request MAC CE, is fixed to “1” in LCP procedure to align with legacy manner, and sent an LS to RAN1 asking following question[2]:
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2][bookmark: OLE_LINK9][bookmark: OLE_LINK10]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?


RAN1 discussed the question in RAN1#109-e, in the reply LS R1-2205400 RAN1 clarified the purposes of introducing the 3 RRC parameters is to determine the priority value for sensing and candidate resource (re-)selection for transmitting the TB carrying the IUC related MAC CEs, and left to RAN2 to decide whether to fix the priorities of IUC related MAC CEs to ‘1’, as well as whether/how to update the related RAN2 specifications.
As per the RAN2 agreement in the replied LS to RAN1 above, the 3 parameters introduced by RAN1 are kept and used as the priority values in sensing and candidate resource selection in PHY layer, and priority value “1” is used for in LCP procedure, which is fully aligned with RAN1’s stance elaborated in LS R1-2205400.
Proposal 1: No feedback is needed for the reply LS(R1-2207814/R2-2208953) from RAN2 on priority for IUC.
Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed the reply LS(R1-2207814/R2-2208953) from RAN2 on priority for IUC and our proposal is as below:
Proposal 1: No feedback is needed for the reply LS(R1-2207814/R2-2208953) from RAN2 on priority for IUC.
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