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1 [bookmark: _Ref1160581]Introduction
In this contribution, we present our views on an outstanding issue of priority determination in case a UE is configured with both DCI formats 0_1/1_1 and 0_2/1_2 in the same DL BWP. 
2 Priority Indication via DCI formats 0_1/1_1 and 0_2/1_2 
[bookmark: _GoBack]During RAN1 #99 [1], an optional UE capability was agreed that 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, respectively. 
Agreement
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

Further, the following was also agreed as a WA: 
Working assumption:
When a single PDSCH/PUSCH processing timeline is configured in the carrier, at least when only DCI format 0_1/1_1 is configured or only DCI format 0_2/1_2 is configured in USS 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.
· 1-bit field in DCI can be configured as the PHY identification of the priority
· No indication of different priorities by DCI formats 0_0/1_0
Thus, for UEs that may not support the above feature, the DCI formats 0_1/1_1 may only schedule PUSCH or HARQ-ACK transmission with priority index 0, while DCI formats 0_2/1_2 may still schedule PUSCH or HARQ-ACK transmission associated with either priority index 0 or 1. 
This is based on the fact that the UE is already capable of dynamic determination of priority when a single pair of DCI formats is configured, and with configuration of another pair of DCI formats (in this case, DCI formats 0_1/1_1), there is no additional impact to UE implementation. This issue has been discussed at length over the past few RAN1 meetings without a resolution.
As an alternative to the above behavior, it has been proposed to associate priority semi-statically based on DCI formats. However, such severe scheduling restrictions are unwarranted, especially when there is no material benefit to the UE implementation in light of the remaining specifications. Furthermore, it should be noted that DCI format based determination of priority was considered as a candidate solution for priority determination, up until RAN1 #99 when the option of dynamic indication using a bit-field in the DCI format was agreed instead. Thus, there is no need to revisit this option at this late maintenance stage of Rel-16, when the only potential benefit is saving of a DCI bit. 
Proposal 1
· 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 low priority for DCI format 0_1/1_1, and to follow the indicated priority (low or high), if configured, in the scheduling DCI format for DCI format 0_2/1_2.
3 Conclusions 
In this contribution, we presented our views on one open issue related to URLLC DCI design. Based on the presented discussion, we have the following proposal:
Proposal 1
· 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 low priority for DCI format 0_1/1_1, and to follow the indicated priority (low or high), if configured, in the scheduling DCI format for DCI format 0_2/1_2.
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