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1.  Introduction
According to WID [1] for NR-U, an objective of work item associated with channel access priorities is following:

- 
Data multiplexing aspects (for both UL and DL) considering LBT and channel access priorities. (RAN1/RAN2)

Regarding TR 38.889, channel access priorities for control signaling over SRBs was described as follows:  

7.2.2.3 other
For channel access and transmissions in NR-U the mechanisms and associated signaling adopted by LTE LAA (e.g. standardized QCI to access priority mapping for DL and UL, how access priority per logical channel is determined for scheduled UL and AUL transmissions etc) are used as the baseline. Any changes due to new physical layer design and channel access mechanisms for NR-U (e.g. introduction of PRACH, support of FBE) can also be introduced.

In addition, access priority for control signaling (transmissions over SRBs) over unlicensed carriers should be introduced for stand-alone and DC NR-U. In this case, it is assumed that control signaling will have the highest access priority.
In this contribution, we present our view on how to use access priority for LBT in NR-U.
2.  Discussion

In unlicensed carriers, Channel Access Priority Classes (CAPC) can be used for Listen –Before-Talk (LBT) before performing both uplink and downlink.  The network can also transmit dynamic grant with the CAPC based on latest BSR received from the UE.  However, as a configured grant (CG) requires persistent resource at regular interval without dynamic grant, the UE can be configured with the CAPC for each logical channel. Thus, UE will select the CAPC for LBT before transmitting UL data on the CG resource based on the logical channel data included in the TB.

Since the CAPC is only used to differentiate the LBT operation by considering traffic belonging to the different QoS, it should not affect the logical channel prioritization (LCP) procedure which is used for MAC PDU construction by deciding the amount of data from each logical channel. In other words, the QoS attribution is already reflected as the priority for each logical channel based on the mapping between QoS and a radio bearer.

Proposal 1. The CAPC should not affect the LCP procedure for NR-U.

According to WID [1], since NR-U supports a scheduling request (SR) procedure, we need to discuss how the UE selects the CAPC for LBT associated with this procedure. 
As each SR configuration corresponds to one or more logical channels, the UE can perform LBT procedure for the SR transmission by considering the CAPC for each logical channel mapped to the SR configuration. If the SR configuration associated with multiple logical channel, the UE can use the CAPC with highest priority among the classes related to multiple logical channels.

Proposal 2. For NR-U, LBT for SR transmission is based on the CAPC of highest priority of logical channel that triggers the SR.
3. Conclusion

In conclusion, we propose the followings:
Proposal 1. The CAPC should not affect the LCP procedure for NR-U.
Proposal 2. For NR-U, LBT for SR transmission is based on the CAPC of highest priority of logical channel that triggers the SR.
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