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1 Introduction

RAN1 has defined four LBT priority classes in 36.213. RAN1 indicated in their LS [1] that there are some things which the eNB should ensure when applying the rules and this should be captured in RAN2 specifications.
2 Discussion
RAN1 has defined the following LBT priority classes, or as they now call them "Channel Access Priority Classes". The difference between them is the range of possible contention windows (defined by CWmin,p and CWmax,p), the number of CCA slots in the window (defined by mp) and Maximum Channel Occupancy Time (Tmcot,p). The classes are based on the Access Classes used in WLAN.
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	1
	1
	3
	7
	2 ms
	{3,7}

	2
	1
	7
	15
	3 ms
	{7,15}

	3
	3
	15
	63
	8 or 10 ms
	{15,31,63}

	4
	7
	15
	1023
	8 or 10 ms
	{15,31,63,127,255,511,1023}


RAN1 indicated the following in their LS [1]:

	Agreements:
· If a DL transmission burst with PDSCH is transmitted, for which channel access has been obtained using LBT priority class X (1...4), the eNB shall ensure that:

· The transmission duration shall not be longer than the minimum possible duration needed to transmit all available buffered traffic corresponding to LBT priority classes ≤ X

· The transmission duration shall not be longer than the MCOT for priority class X

· Additional traffic corresponding to LBT priority classes >X may only be included in the DL transmission burst once inclusion of traffic corresponding to LBT priority classes ≤ X has been exhausted.  In such cases, the eNB should maximise occupancy of the remaining transmission resources in the DL transmission burst with this additional traffic.

· The above requirements shall be captured within RAN2 specifications.

RAN1 kindly requests RAN2 to take the above agreements into account.


We suggest capturing the above in 36.300. The reason for capturing this in 36.300 is that the rules describe eNB behavior and hence 36.300 is a better match compared to some other of our specifications which are limited to UE behavior.
Proposal 1 RAN2 captures in 36.300 the data multiplexing behavior the eNB applies for LAA.

A CR for 36.300 is found in [2].
3 Conclusion

Based on the discussion in section 2 we propose the following:
Proposal 1
RAN2 captures in 36.300 the data multiplexing behavior the eNB applies for LAA.
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