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Introduction
NR V2X work item was approved at RAN#83. The following objectives for coexistence between NR sidelink and LTE sidelink are captured in WID RP-190766[1].
	· Solutions for ‘not co-channel’ in-device coexistence between LTE and NR sidelinks
· TDM-based solutions as per the study outcome [RAN1, RAN2, RAN4]
· FDM-based solutions with static power allocation as per the study outcome [RAN4]
· This will not consider the case where LTE and NR sidelinks are in the same frequency band.
· No impact to LTE specifications at least from RAN1 and RAN2 perspective.


RAN1#96 meeting [2]  achieved the following agreements on coexistence:
	Agreements:
· From RAN1 point of view, short term TDM solutions for NR and LTE V2X in-device coexistence is considered to be feasible for a UE when the load for the UE from LTE side and from NR side is at or below an acceptable level
· For each occurrence of Tx/Tx overlap and of Tx/Rx overlap, one RAT is prioritized over another
· High-level principles of prioritization (e.g., BSM is deemed to have a higher priority, etc.) of LTE/NR can be discussed during the WI phase, while it is expected that detailed solutions may be left for implementation

GM has concerns over the “e.g.” in the agreements above. 


In this contribution, we provide our view on TDM-based solutions. 
Discussion
In last meeting, some consensuses were achieved on the prioritization between LTE sidelink and NR sidelink. In this contribution, we will discuss the principles of prioritization of LTE/NR sidelinks.
Determination of priority between LTE and NR V2X
For TDM solution, there are two cases of NR and LTE sidelink overlapping in time: Tx/Tx overlaps and Tx/Rx overlaps. 
Consider Tx/Tx case firstly, we need to determine the priority level of each sidelink operation before determining which RAT is prioritized over another. In LTE V2X, the SA contains 3-bit "Priority" field that is derived from higher layer ''PPPP'' value and one of the intended uses is for resolution of inter-UE contention for resources. Note that PPPP is a mapping value (0 - 7) from both end-to-end latency and packet priority. As to NR sidelink, one option we may use is defining fields in SCI similarly. e.g. ''latency'', ''priority'' or "5QI". Besides, mapping rules should be defined between LTE ''PPPP'' and NR "latency", "priority", or "5QI". Then the comparison will be done between LTE sidelink and NR sidelink based on the fields defined above. Another option is that one or more threshold values are (pre-) configured from higher layer for NR sidelink, and then the comparison will be done between these values and NR sidelink priority value (e.g. ''5QI'' or ''latency'', ''priority'') to decide whether NR sidelink has higher or lower priority. 
In case where Tx/Rx overlaps with each other, the coexistence may be existing between NR Tx and LTE Rx or NR Rx and LTE Tx. For NR Tx and LTE Rx, option 2 above seems feasible. For NR Rx and LTE Tx case, we may just prioritized LTE Tx over NR Rx to avoid influencing LTE specification. 
Proposal 1: When study principles of prioritization, LTE PPPP value, NR packet latency and/or NR packet priority and/or 5QI and/or a (pre)configured value of NR sidelink should be taken into consideration.
Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed principles of prioritization of LTE/NR sidelinks and proposed:
Proposal 1: When study principles of prioritization, LTE PPPP value, NR packet latency and/or NR packet priority and/or 5QI and/or a (pre)configured value of NR sidelink should be taken into consideration.
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