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Introduction
In the last meeting, the following agreements were made [1].
	Agreement:
· At least for when Type I CSI collides with Type I CSI and Type II CSI collides with Type II CSI
· The following priority order for CSI periodicity types applies
· Aperiodic CSI > P-CSI
· Aperiodic CSI > SP-CSI
· Note: Study further on the priority between SP-CSI and P-CSI
· CSI on PUSCH has priority over CSI on PUCCH
· Only one CSI periodicity type is piggybacked on PUSCH
· Lower priority CSI is dropped when there is a collision
· Aperiodic CSI on PUCCH is dropped if there is a collision with PUSCH
· TBD in RAN1#91 If the above applies for Type I CSI collides with Type II CSI as well


In this contribution, we share our views on Type 1 CSI collision
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In RAN1 meeting, the following CSI reporting characteristics were agreed [2]-[4]:
Table 1: CSI reporting characteristics
	
	Periodic CSI (P-CSI)
	Semi-persistent CSI (SP-CSI)
	Aperiodic CSI (A-CSI)

	Frequency granularity
	· Wideband
· Partial band
	· Wideband
· Partial band
· Subband
	· Wideband
· Partial band
· Subband

	Codebook and physical channel being used
	Type I CSI
· Short PUCCH
· Long PUCCH

	Type I CSI
· Long PUCCH
· PUSCH
Type II CSI
· Long PUCCH (part 1)
· PUSCH (part 1 + part 2)
	Type I CSI
· Short PUCCH
· PUSCH
Type II CSI
· PUSCH



In addition, the priority handling when Type I CSI collides with Type I CSI and Type II CSI collides with Type II CSI. The remaining issue is whether the priority between SP-CSI and P-CSI is defined or not.
One discussion point raised in the last meeting is that collision between SP-CSI and P-CSI can be avoided by configuration. RAN1 has discussions on the similar issues multiple periodic CSI reporting in CA case [5-7]. In CA case, multiple semi-persistent and/or periodic reports may occur. In our view, we slightly prefer to define the priority between semi-persistent CSI reporting and periodic CSI reporting.
Proposal 1:
· Semi-persistent CSI reporting has priority over periodic CSI reporting

In the last meeting, the following agreements were also made for beam reporting [1].
	Agreement:
· For L1-RSRP and/or beam resource indicators (e.g. CRI or SSB index) reporting for beam management, support the following UL channels: 
· Short/long PUCCH
· PUSCH
· Support the following reporting types for beam mgmt. on the above channels
· For Periodic, support long PUCCH and short PUCCH
· Semi-persistent – support all channels
· Aperiodic – support PUSCH and short PUCCH



It is obvious beam related information (CRI/SSB index and its corresponding L1-RSRP) has priority over CSI (RI/CQI/PMI).
Proposal 2:
· Beam related information has the priority over CSI

Conclusion
In this contribution, we have the following proposals:
Proposal 1:
· Semi-persistent CSI reporting has priority over periodic CSI reporting
Proposal 2:
· Beam related information has the priority over CSI
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