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Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk510705081]In RAN1#109-e, the correction on Rel-16 UE procedure for intra-UE prioritization/multiplexing has been further discussed under the email discussion thread [109-e-R16-URLLC-01], for which the summary can be found in R1-2205606. It should be noted that this topic has been discussed in several RAN1 meetings now without reaching a consensus, where the discussion summaries for RAN1#107 and RAN1#108-e can be found in R1-2112889 and R1-2202916, respectively.

In this contribution, we discuss the above aspect considering the latest discussions from RAN1#109-e (in R1-2205606). The related draft CR is provided in R1-2206146. 

Discussion on the correction on Rel-16 UE procedure for intra-UE prioritization/multiplexing
The discussion on replacing Option 3 by Option 2, to address the Rel-16 intra-UE prioritization/multiplexing handling complexity, has been extensively discussed in the previous RAN1 meetings without reaching an agreement due to the objection from a few companies. In addition, in RAN1#109-e it has been discussed whether the current specifications, supposedly reflecting Option 3, are clear enough. In this regard, it has been discussed whether the following sentence, which was removed by the editor and replaced by “before or after”, should be added back for better clarity (see R1-2205606):
	“If a UE detects a first DCI format scheduling a PUCCH or PUSCH transmission of larger priority index that would overlap with a PUCCH or PUSCH transmission of smaller priority index, the UE does not expect to transmit the PUCCHs or PUSCHs of the smaller priority index due to a detection of a second DCI format after the detection of the first DCI format.”



If Option 3 is kept, we would be fine to add to above sentence back in the specifications or at least reflect it in a conclusion, as it would further clarify that the cancellation decision is made after receiving each DCI before as well as after multiplexing/overriding.   

Proposal: If Option 3 is kept, to clarify the Rel-16 specs on Rel-16 UE procedure for intra-UE prioritization/multiplexing based on Option 3, add the following sentence back in the spec or reflect it in a RAN1 conclusion:
· [bookmark: _Hlk109391049]If a UE detects a first DCI format scheduling a PUCCH or PUSCH transmission of larger priority index that would overlap with a PUCCH or PUSCH transmission of smaller priority index, the UE does not expect to transmit the PUCCHs or PUSCHs of the smaller priority index due to a detection of a second DCI format after the detection of the first DCI format.

The corresponding draft CR can be found in R1-2206146. 

