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Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk528065575]For operations in unlicensed spectrum, LBT may be applied. In LTE LAA, when performing LBT the transmitter applies one of several Channel Access Priority Classes. LBT is (at least in some cases) to be applied in NR-U as well and hence the selection of Channel Access Priority Class would apply also for NR-U. 
At RAN2#106, RAN2 has discussed various aspects of channel access, and made the following agreements: 
· [bookmark: _Hlk6932399]For UL CG, select the highest CAPC index (lowest priority) of LCHs multiplexed in a TB, as in LTE LAA (for WiFi coexist)
· For UL CG, FFS if it shall be possible to restrict data of which CAPC can be multiplexed into a TB with high priority data

· SRB0, 1, 3 have highest priority (lowest CAPC index), SRB2 configurable

Wherein, there is one FFS on whether any additional mapping restriction rule concerning CAPC need to be defined for data multiplexing. In this paper we discuss the issue and express our views accordingly.
Discussions
[bookmark: _Hlk528094442]As specified in the 3GPP TS 36.300 and highlighted as below, 
For uplink PUSCH transmission, there is no additional restriction at the UE (other than the multiplexing rules defined in clause 5.4.3 of TS 36.321 [13]) on the type of the traffic that can be carried in the scheduled subframes.
According to above texts, there is no any additional restriction concerning CAPC for data multiplex in LTE LAA.
[bookmark: _Toc16803339]For LTE LAA, there is no additional restriction concerning CAPC other than the existing rules for data multiplexing
Further in the 3GPP TS 36.300 there are two types of LBT:
Which LBT type (i.e. type 1 or type 2 uplink channel access) the UE applies is signalled via uplink grant for uplink PUSCH transmission on LAA SCells, except for Autonomous Uplink (AUL) transmissions.
For type 1 uplink channel access on AUL, E-UTRAN signals the Channel Access Priority Class for each logical channel and UE shall select the lowest Channel Access Priority Class (i.e, with a higher number in the Table 5.7.1-1) of the logical channel(s) with MAC SDU multiplexed into the MAC PDU. The MAC CEs except padding BSR use the highest Channel Access Priority Class (i.e, the lowest number in the Table 5.7.1-1).
For type 2 uplink channel access on AUL, the UE may select logical channels corresponding to any Channel Access Priority Class for UL transmission in the subframes signalled by E-UTRAN in common downlink control signalling.
For UL CG, RAN2 has agreed that the UE selects the lowest CAPC priority of LCHs multiplexed in the same TB, which is the same as in LTE LAA. Accordingly, as captured in the FFS, some companies concern if LCHs with low CAPC priority need to be restricted to be mapped together with LCHs with high CAPC priority. We think it is unnecessary to introduce any additional restriction rule on this because of reasons.
1) With any additional mapping restriction on CAPC for data multiplexing, the resource utilization may be decreased especially when the UE adds padding to fill up the free bits.
2) There is already a mapping rule in the LCP to achieve the restriction on certain LCHs with low priority CAPC if necessary. In one example, the gNB can set the prioritized bit rate (PBR) of a high priority LCH to infinity, meaning that the UE shall allocate resources for all data that is available for transmission for that LCH before meeting the PBR of the lower priority LCHs. 
The above agreements are also valid for a PUSCH transmission with a dynamic grant.
Therefore, we think it is sufficient to reuse the same rules as in LTE LAA for data multiplexing using a CG or a dynamic grant in NR-U. it is unnecessary to define any additional restriction concerning CAPC other than the existing rules for data multiplexing. 

[bookmark: _Toc4682561][bookmark: _Toc7130696][bookmark: _Toc7130808][bookmark: _Toc7593596][bookmark: _Toc7594277][bookmark: _Toc7684681][bookmark: _Toc7684731][bookmark: _Toc7736654][bookmark: _Toc15378539][bookmark: _Toc16695308][bookmark: _Toc16716240][bookmark: _Toc16771336][bookmark: _Toc16771349][bookmark: _Toc16783229][bookmark: _Toc16785829][bookmark: _Toc16803341]As in LTE LAA, for uplink PUSCH transmission, there is no additional restriction at the UE (other than the multiplexing rules defined in clause 5.4.3 of TS 38.321) on the type of the traffic that can be carried in the corresponding MAC PDU. 
It is also observed that in LTE LAA AUL, the MAC CEs except padding BSR use the highest Channel Access Priority Class. The logic behind this rule was that, MAC CEs except padding BSR have higher LCH priorities than data from any Logical Channel, except data from UL-CCCH, according to the relative priority order between LCHs and MAC CEs in the MAC spec. The above rule was agreed for LTE LAA in 3GPP Rel-13. 
In the later releases up to Rel-15, an additional MAC CE for Recommended bit rate query for VoIP has been added in the MAC spec, which makes it to be necessary to update the rule. Since the MAC CE for Recommended bit rate query has lower priority than data from any LCH according to the MAC spec, it is reasonable to extend the rule that MAC CEs excluding the MAC CE for Recommended bit rate query and the padding BSR use the highest priority Channel Access Priority Class. Therefore, we make the below proposal accordingly.
[bookmark: _Toc7130703][bookmark: _Toc7130815][bookmark: _Toc7593602][bookmark: _Toc7594283][bookmark: _Toc7684687][bookmark: _Toc7684737][bookmark: _Toc7736660][bookmark: _Toc15378540][bookmark: _Toc16695309][bookmark: _Toc16716241][bookmark: _Toc16771337][bookmark: _Toc16771350][bookmark: _Toc16783230][bookmark: _Toc16785830][bookmark: _Toc16803342][bookmark: _Toc528066025][bookmark: _Toc7684690][bookmark: _Toc7684691][bookmark: _Toc7684692][bookmark: _Toc7684693][bookmark: _Toc7684694][bookmark: _Toc7684695][bookmark: _Toc7684696][bookmark: _Toc7684697][bookmark: _Toc7684698][bookmark: _Toc7684699][bookmark: _Toc7684700][bookmark: _Toc7684701][bookmark: _Toc4682569][bookmark: _Toc4682570][bookmark: _Toc7684702]For type 1 LBT of a configured grant, the MAC CEs except padding BSR and the MAC CE for Recommended bit rate query use highest priority Channel Access Priority Class, (i.e., the lowest value in the table).
In addition, for these two low priority MAC CE, we think it is necessary to avoid them to affect the selection of CAPC for a TB, in case the TB contains data from any LCH or other MAC CEs together with one or both of these MAC CEs. In this case, the UE MAC selects the lowest priority CAPC of LCHs or MAC CEs in the TB. This makes sense especially in case padding BSR is present in the TB. It is unnecessary for the UE to select the lowest priority CAPC for the TB since there are free bits left in the TB. Therefore, we make the below proposal.
[bookmark: _Toc16771338][bookmark: _Toc16771351][bookmark: _Toc16783231][bookmark: _Toc16785831][bookmark: _Toc16803343][bookmark: _Toc16771339][bookmark: _Toc16771352][bookmark: _Toc16771340][bookmark: _Toc16771353]For type 1 LBT of a configured grant, in case a TB contains not only data from padding BSR and/or the MAC CE for Recommended bit rate query, the UE selects the lowest priority CAPC (i.e., the highest value in the table) while ignoring the padding BSR and/or the MAC CE for Recommended bit rate query.
[bookmark: _Toc465844068][bookmark: _Toc465844075][bookmark: _Toc465844076][bookmark: _Toc465844077][bookmark: _Toc465844078][bookmark: _Toc465844079]Conclusion
[bookmark: _Hlk528066018]In section 2 we made the following observations:

Observation 1	For LTE LAA, there is no additional restriction concerning CAPC other than the existing rules for data multiplexing

Based on the discussion in section 2 we propose the following:
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 1	As in LTE LAA, for uplink PUSCH transmission, there is no additional restriction at the UE (other than the multiplexing rules defined in clause 5.4.3 of TS 38.321) on the type of the traffic that can be carried in the corresponding MAC PDU.
Proposal 2	For type 1 LBT of a configured grant, the MAC CEs except padding BSR and the MAC CE for Recommended bit rate query use highest priority Channel Access Priority Class, (i.e., the lowest value in the table).
Proposal 3	For type 1 LBT of a configured grant, in case a TB contains not only data from padding BSR and/or the MAC CE for Recommended bit rate query, the UE selects the lowest priority CAPC (i.e., the highest value in the table) while ignoring the padding BSR and/or the MAC CE for Recommended bit rate query.
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