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1	Introduction
During RAN1#99 meeting, we have following agreement: 
Agreements:
When both DCI format 0_1/1_1 and DCI format 0_2/1_2 are configured to be monitored per BWP, a DCI format (from the formats 0_1/1_1/0_2/1_2) can be used to schedule PDSCH with different HARQ-ACK priorities or PUSCH with different priorities.
· This feature is UE optional 
However, it is possible that both DCI format 0_1/1_1 and DCI format 0_2/1_2 are configured to be monitored per BWP but the UE is not capable of supporting dynamic switching of PUSCH/HARQ-ACK priority via both DCI format 0_1/1_1 and 0_2/1_2. In this contribution we provide our view on how to specify the corresponding UE behavior.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
When a UE is not capable of supporting dynamic switching of PUSCH/HARQ-ACK priority via both DCI format 0_1/1_1 and 0_2/1_2, according to the discussion during RAN1#100bis-e meeting, we have two options to define the UE behavior: 
· (Option 1) Fix the priority of PUSCH/HARQ-ACK by corresponding DCI format. For example, a PUSCH/HARQ-ACK would be treated as low priority if it is triggered by DCI format 0_1/1_1; otherwise, the PUSCH/HARQ-ACK would be treated as high priority if it is triggered by DCI format 0_2/1_2. 
· (Option 2) The PUSCH/HARQ-ACK triggered by DCI format 0_1/1_1 should always treated as low priority, and follow the indicated priority in the scheduling DCI for the case of DCI format 0_2/1_2. 
Consider the UE capability discussed above, our understanding is that the UE cannot dynamically determine the priority of PUSCH/HARQ-ACK according to the priority field in DCI. In this case, the UE may not be configured with priority indicator in a DCI format. Even if the priority field is configured in a DCI format, the UE should ignore this field. Therefore, it is reasonable that the priority could be determined according to a pre-determined rule. Moreover, since the DCI format 0_2/1_2 is intended for URLLC, it’s reasonable to assume it corresponds to high priority in case UE is not capable of scheduling different priorities by a DCI format while both DCI format 0_2/1_2 and DCI format 0_1/1_1 are configured to be monitored for a BWP. Therefore, we suggest to adopt option 1 to handle the priority issue.
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Proposal: 
· If a UE is not capable of supporting dynamic switching of HARQ-ACK/PUSCH priority via both DCI format 0_1/1_1 and 0_2/1_2, and the UE is configured with DCI format 0_1/1_1 and 0_2/1_2:
· The UE is expected to assume fixed priority by DCI format (i.e., low priority for DCI format 0_1/1_1, high priority for DCI format 0_2/1_2)
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