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1. Overall Description:
In RAN2#107, RAN2 agreed that:
1: 	(To be confirmed by RAN1/4) RAN2 work on NR-UL/NR-SL prioritization at least for two scenarios: 1) when UL TX overlaps in time domain with SL TX in the shared/same carrier frequency, and 2) when UL TX and SL TX (in different carrier frequency) share TX chains and power budget. 
2:	(To be confirmed by RAN1/4) RAN2 work on LTE-UL/NR-SL and LTE-SL/NR-UL prioritization at least for scenario when UL TX and SL TX (in different carrier frequency) share TX chains and power budget.
RAN2 will further discuss the UL/SL prioritization solution based on the scenario assumption above, and rely on RAN1 for the other scenario of “UL TX and SL TX using separated TX chains but shared power budget”, e.g., whether UL/SL prioritization is also needed and whether power sharing mechanism is needed.

Furthermore, RAN2 would like to ask RAN1/RAN4 the following questions:
Q1: For the two scenarios agreed by RAN2 for NR-UL/NR-SL prioritization (i.e., 1) when UL TX overlaps in time domain with SL TX in the shared/same carrier frequency, and 2) when UL TX and SL TX (in different carrier frequency) share TX chains and power budget), are they valid scenarios for prioritization from RAN1/4 perspective?
Q2: For the second scenario agreed by RAN2 for LTE-UL/NR-SL and LTE-SL/NR-UL prioritization, (i.e., when UL TX and SL TX (in different carrier frequency) share TX chains and power budget), is it a valid scenario for prioritization from RAN1/4 perspective? 
Q3: Additionally, for LTE-UL/NR-SL and LTE-SL/NR-UL prioritization, is the scenario of “UL TX overlaps in time domain with SL TX in the shared/same carrier frequency” valid or not from RAN1/4 perspective? Please note that RAN2 raise a similar question in R2-1911680, but for another issue, i.e., cross-RAT sidelink configuration.
Q4: Till now, the RAN2 conclusion on UL/SL prioritization is limited to the prioritization between MCG UL and MCG SL. Besides that, from RAN1/4 perspective, is there a need to separately consider SCG UL and MCG SL prioritization, e.g., for the scenario of “when UL TX overlaps in time domain with SL TX in the shared/same carrier frequency” and/or “when UL TX and SL TX (in different carrier frequency) share TX chains and power budget”? Q4 includes the following scenarios:
· SCG NR-UL and NR-SL under control of MCG;
· SCG NR-UL and LTE-SL under control of MCG;
· SCG LTE-UL and NR-SL under control of MCG;


2. Actions:
To: RAN1, RAN4
ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully asks RAN1/4 to take the above information into account in their further work, and provide feedback on Q1/Q2/Q3/Q4 wherever relevant.

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN2 Meetings:
3GPPRAN2#107-Bis	2019-10-14			China, CN 
3GPPRAN2#108	2019-11-18			Reno, US 

