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1
Introduction

In RAN2#123 meeting [1], SL C-LBT failure recovery for RRC connected mode 2, C-LBT failure cancellation conditions, reporting C-LBT failure indication to the peer UE, SL LCP enhancement, etc were discussed and some agreements were reached. In this contribution, we further discuss the open issues for SL consistent LBT failure.
2
Discussion
2.1
SL C-LBT failure
2.1.1 
SL C-LBT failure cancellation for mode 2 RRC_CONNECTED UE
Regarding the SL C-LBT failure for mode 2 RRC_CONNECTED UE, the following agreements were reached in RAN2#122[2] and RAN2#123 meeting[1].
	RAN2#122
1: 
RAN2 confirms that SL C-LBT failure indication is reported to the gNB also for mode 2, RRC connected UE.

RAN2#123

1: 
C-LBT failure recovery for RRC idle/inactive mode 2 is applied.

Agreements on C-LBT failure cancellation conditions

1: 
Upon MAC reset.

2:
Upon C-LBT count and/or timer reconfiguration.

3:
Based on a timer expiry (the timer starts upon C-LBT failure)


In NR-U, if C- LBT failure has been triggered and not cancelled, it triggers UE to generate C-LBT failure MAC CE, once the C-LBT failure MAC CE is successfully transmitted, all the triggered C- LBT failure(s) will be cancelled, so the UE won't report C-LBT failure MAC CE anymore. However, in SL-U, it was agreed that triggered SL C- LBT failure will be cancelled based on a timer expiry. Thus, for mode 2 RRC_CONNECTED UE, it is unclear how to cancel the triggered SL C-LBT failure considering SL C-LBT failure MAC CE reporting and recovery timer. That’s why the following Editor’s Note is added in MAC running CR.
Editor’s Note: RAN2 should discuss when the UE cancels triggered SL consistent LBT failure if the SL consistent LBT failure MAC CE is transmitted and the sl-LBT-RecoveryTimer is also started.
The recovery timer controls whether the RB set is available or unavailable, i.e. whether the UE can select resource within this RB set. Based on the agreement, currently the handling of the recovery timer is associated with the SL C-LBT failure cancellation, which can be found in “NOTE3” in the MAC running CR:
NOTE 3:
It is up to UE implementation to select a resource pool that has at least one RB set in which SL consistent LBT failure was not detected.

Thus, the triggered SL C-LBT failure will be cancelled when the recovery timer expires. Then before the triggered SL C-LBT failure is cancelled, the SL C-LBT failure MAC CE reporting will keep being triggered, which leads to repeated SL C-LBT failure MAC CE reporting.
Observation 1: For mode 2 RRC_CONNECTED UE, in the current running CR, SL C-LBT failure is cancelled when the recovery timer expires, which leads to repeated SL C-LBT failure MAC CE reporting
To address the issue above, the condition of triggering and cancellation of SL C-LBT failure MAC CE reporting should be defined, and it should not be fully coupled with SL C- LBT failure. SL C-LBT failure MAC CE should be cancelled when it is reported to the gNB. The potential changes for the specification is provided below.
	For activated SL BWP configured with sl-lbt-FailureRecoveryConfig, the MAC entity shall:

1>
if SL LBT failure indication has been received from lower layers for an RB set:

2>
start or restart the sl_lbt-FailureDetectionTimer for the RB set;

2>
increment SL_LBT_COUNTER for the RB set by 1;

2>
if SL_LBT_COUNTER >= sl-lbt-FailureInstanceMaxCount:

3>
trigger SL consistent LBT failure for the RB set in the SL BWP;
3>
trigger SL consistent LBT failure reporting for the RB set in the SL BWP;

3>
if consistent LBT failure has been triggered in all RB sets in the SL BWP:

4>
indicate SL consistent LBT failure based Sidelink RLF detection to RRC.
1>
if all triggered SL consistent LBT failure reportings are cancelled in the RB sets; or

1>
if the sl-lbt-FailureDetectionTimer expires; or

1>
if sl-lbt-FailureDetectionTimer or sl-lbt-FailureInstanceMaxCount is reconfigured by upper layers:

2>
set SL_LBT_COUNTER to 0.

The MAC entity maintains an sl-LBT-RecoveryTimer per RB set. The sl-LBT-RecoveryTimer is used for recovery of the triggered SL consistent LBT failure.

The MAC entity shall:

1>
if SL consistent LBT failure has been triggered, and not cancelled, in the RB set(s);

2>
if the sl-LBT-RecoveryTimer for the triggered SL consistent LBT failure is not running:

3>
start the sl-LBT-RecoveryTimer for the RB set(s).
1>
if the sl-LBT-RecoveryTimer for the triggered SL consistent LBT failure(s) expires:

2>
cancel the triggered SL consistent LBT failure(s) in RB set(s) for which SL consistent LBT failure was detected.

1>
if SL consistent LBT failure reporting has been triggered, and not cancelled, in the RB set(s);

2>
if UL-SCH resources are available for a new transmission and the UL-SCH resources can accommodate the SL LBT failure MAC CE plus its subheader as a result of logical channel prioritization according to clause 5.4.3.1:
3>
instruct the Multiplexing and Assembly procedure in clause 5.4.3 to generate the SL LBT failure MAC CE(s).
2>
else:

3>
trigger a Scheduling Request for SL LBT failure MAC CE.

1>
if a MAC PDU is transmitted and this PDU includes the SL LBT failure MAC CE; or

2>
cancel the triggered SL consistent LBT failure reporting(s) in RB set(s) for which SL consistent LBT failure was indicated in the transmitted SL LBT failure MAC CE.

1>
if the sl-LBT-RecoveryTimer for the triggered SL consistent LBT failure(s) expires:

2>
cancel the triggered SL consistent LBT failure(s) in RB set(s) for which SL consistent LBT failure was detected.

1>
if sl-lbt-FailureRecoveryConfig is reconfigured by upper layers for the BWP:

2>
cancel all the triggered SL consistent LBT failure(s) in the SL BWP;.
2>
cancel all the triggered SL consistent LBT failure reporting(s) in the SL BWP.


Proposal 1: For mode 2 RRC_CONNECTED UE, SL C-LBT failure MAC CE reporting is cancelled when it is reported to the gNB. 
However, SL C-LBT failure MAC CE reporting is performed by RRC_CONNECTED UE both in mode 1 and mode 2. If the Proposal 1 can be agreed, to be consistent for both mode 1 and mode 2, the SL C-LBT failure MAC CE reporting is associated with “triggered SL consistent LBT failure reporting” instead of “triggered SL consistent LBT failure” for mode 1. Then the behaviour of “3> trigger SL consistent LBT failure for the RB set in the SL BWP” is only applied to RRC_CONNECTED UE in mode 2.
Proposal 2: For mode 1, SL C-LBT failure MAC CE reporting is cancelled when it is reported to the gNB same as mode2.
2.1.2 
SL C-LBT failure handling considering HARQenabled LCH for RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE
In SL, there are two kinds of resource pool, (a) “pool of resources configured with PSFCH resources (RP with PSFCH)”; (b) “pool of resources not configured with PSFCH resources (RP without PSFCH)”. There are two kinds of LCH, (i) “sl-HARQ-FeedbackEnabled is set to enabled (HARQenabled)”; (ii) “sl-HARQ-FeedbackEnabled is set to disabled (HARQdisabled)”. 
Currently, data from HARQenabled LCH can only be transmitted in resources from RP with PSFCH, and data from HARQdisabled LCH can be either transmitted in resources from RP with PSFCH or resources from RP without PSFCH.
The following agreement is reached in previous meeting.
UE triggers SL RLF for all UC connections when UE has triggered consistent SL LBT failure in all RB sets.
However, if we consider the case that UE has HARQenabled LCH(s), and UE is configured with both RP with PSFCH and RP without PSFCH. There exists the case that SL C-LBT failure is detected for all the RB sets in RP with PSFCH, but there are still available RB set(s) in RP without PSFCH, the above condition for SL RLF is not satisfied so UE won't trigger SL RLF. However, for the data from HARQenabled LCH, there is no available resource for transmission. For RRC_CONNECTED state, since the UE will report SL C-LBT failure information to the gNB, the gNB can know the situation and reconfiguration the new RB set in RP with PSFCH to recover the data transmission. But for RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE state, the data from HARQenabled LCH(s) will be stuck.
Observation 2: RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE UE has HARQenabled LCH(s), if SL C-LBT failure is detected for all the RB sets in RP with PSFCH, but there are still available RB set(s) in RP without PSFCH, SL RLF won’t be triggered but no available resource can be used for transmitting data from HARQenabled LCH.
To fix the issue above, if SL C-LBT failure is detected for all the RB sets in RP with PSFCH, but there are still available RB set(s) in RP without PSFCH, we further consider the following two cases:
UE only configured with HARQenabled LCH(s). 
All the data from the LCH(s) cannot be transmitted. This is similar as the legacy case that SL C-LBT failure is detected for all the RB sets, then all the data from the LCH(s) cannot be transmitted. Thus, the SL RLF should be triggered for all UC connections only configured with HARQenabled LCH(s) in this case. 
One may argue that the SRB and MAC CE can still be transmitted via resource in RP without PSFCH, but we don't see the need to keep UC connections to only transmit signalling but no data. As defined by current specification: “If this field (i.e. sl-HARQ-FeedbackEnabled) of at least one sidelink logical channel for the UE is set to enabled, sl-PSFCH-Config should be mandatory present in configuration SL-ResourcePool of at least one of the sidelink resource pools.” We should ensure the data from HARQenabled LCH(s) is able to be transmitted.
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Fig.1. Illustration for UE only configured with HARQenabled LCH(s) of a UC connection
UE configured with both HARQenabled LCH(s) and HARQdisabled LCH(s). 
The data from HARQenabled LCH(s) cannot be transmitted but the data from HARQdisabled LCH(s) can still be transmitted. In this case, it is radical to trigger SL RLF, but the delivery of data from HARQenabled LCH(s) should be avoided. Thus, for all UC connections configured with both HARQenabled LCH(s) and HARQdisabled LCH(s), the UE should release/suspend the DRBs of HARQenabled LCH(s), indicate the release/suspend of the QoS flow corresponding to the released/suspended DRBs to the upper layers, and reset the MAC.
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Fig.2. Illustration for UE only configured with both HARQenabled LCH(s) and HARQdisabled LCH(s) of a UC connection
Proposal 3: For RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE UE, if SL C-LBT failure is detected for all the RB sets in RP with PSFCH, but there are still available RB set(s) in RP without PSFCH:
· For all UC connections only configured with HARQenabled LCH(s), SL RLF should be triggered;
· For all UC connections configured with both HARQenabled LCH(s) and HARQdisabled LCH(s), the UE should release/suspend the DRBs of HARQenabled LCH(s), indicate the release/suspend of the QoS flow corresponding to the released/suspended DRBs to the upper layers, and reset the MAC.
2.1.3 
SL C-LBT failure assistance information between UEs
In RAN2#123, the issue on reporting SL C-LBT failure indication to peer UE was discussed with further consensus. Taking an example as shown in fig.3., UE-A sends its SL C-LBT failure info to UE-B.
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Fig.3. Illustration for SL C-LBT failure info transmission between UEs
 In our understanding, such assistance information is beneficial for the performance of SL-U communication:

· PSSCH reception:  when the SL C-LBT failure is detected in one RB set, it means that a lot of UEs are trying to access the channel via such RB set. Therefore, the load of resource in such RB set may be high, and it will degrade the reception performance using resources in such RB set.
· PSFCH transmission: when the SL C-LBT failure is detected in one RB set, the UE can’t use such RB set to perform transmission. Therefore, if UE-B transmits HARQ-enabled TB to UE-A in a RB set which is detected as SL C-LBT failure at UE-A set, then UE-A can't transmit PSFCH to UE-B, which will cause unnecessary retransmission at UE-B side.
In general, to improve SL-U communication performance (i.e. avoid PSSCH reception failure at RX UE side, and avoid unnecessary retransmission at TX UE side), Tx UE can use both itself own SL C-LBT result and RX UE’s SL C-LBT result for resource selection. 
To be more specific, UE-A can send its SL C-LBT failure info to UE-B, then such SL C-LBT failure info can be used to improve UE-B’s SL transmission, e.g. UE-B performs resource (re)selection based on UE-A’s SL C-LBT failure info, or UE-B reports UE-A’s SL C-LBT failure info to gNB.

Observation 3: To improve SL-U communication performance (i.e. avoid PSSCH reception failure at RX UE side, and avoid unnecessary retransmission at TX UE side), Tx UE can use both itself own SL C-LBT result and RX UE’s SL C-LBT result for resource selection.
Proposal 4: RAN2 to support a UE to send its SL C-LBT failure info to the peer UE.

2.2
LCP enhancement
2.2.1
 LBT for case-1b and case-2b 

In RAN2#121bis e-meeting [3], for COT sharing and LCP, four cases were discussed as following:

· Case-1b (PDU generated already, and satisfies the COT requirement)

· Case-2b (PDU not generated, and there is data in buffer satisfying the COT requirement)
· Case-1a (PDU generated already, but NOT satisfies the COT requirement)
· Case-2a (PDU not generated, and there is NO data in buffer satisfying the COT requirement)
During the discussion for case-1b in RAN2#121bis e-meeting [3], if the (re)selected resource is within a shared COT, and if PDU generated before COT arrival, and the PDU satisfies COT requirement, it is up to UE implementation to perform type-1 or type-2 LBT. In our thinking, if UE finally performs type-1 LBT in this case, there is a high probability that LBT failure will happen for this transmission. Furthermore, since initiating UE can provided multiple shared COT to different responding UEs, if one shared COT is not used by the certain responding UE, the transmission within other shared COTs (i.e. shared COTs after the unused shared COT) maybe failure, as the type-2 LBT maybe failure due to other UE occupying this unused shared COT. Therefore, using type-1 LBT in case-1b will deduce the whole COT sharing performance. Similarly, there are also problems on this issue in case-2b.
Observation 4:  The performance of COT sharing will be deduced, if type-1 LBT is performed in case-1b and case-2b.

However, since the LBT is finally performed in PHY, it can be up to PHY to decide which type LBT is performed, with potential some additional information from MAC layer (e.g. there is data in buffer satisfying the COT requirement for case-2b).

Proposal 5:  It is up to PHY to perform type-1 or type-2 LBT for case-1b (i.e., if the (re)selected resource is within a shared COT, and if PDU generated before COT arrival, and the PDU satisfies COT requirement) and case 2-b (PDU not generated, and there is data in buffer satisfying the COT requirement).
In detail for case-2b. if MAC obtain indication that performing type-2 LBT from PHY, the enhanced LCP will be used.

Proposal 6:  For case-2b, enhanced LCP is used if PHY indicates to MAC that type 2 LBT is performed, with PHY indicating to MAC the CAPC value and destination ID.

2.2.2
 CAPC restriction for LCH selection 

In RAN2#122 [2], a working assumption was agreed that CAPC restriction is applicable to enhanced LCP according RAN1 agreement on CAPC requirement for shared COT.
And RAN1 meeting #110 has agreed that the responding UE that uses the shared COT for its transmission has an equal or smaller CAPC value than the CAPC value indicated in a shared COT information.

	Agreement
· For UE-to-UE COT sharing, continue considering the following alternatives:

· Alt. 1: A responding SL UE can utilize a COT shared by a COT initiating UE when the responding SL UE is a target receiver of the at least COT initiating UE’s PSSCH data transmission in the COT.

· When the responding UE uses the shared COT for its transmission has an equal or smaller CAPC value than the CAPC value indicated in a shared COT information

· FFS any additional conditions

· Alt. 2: A responding SL UE can utilize a COT shared by a COT initiating UE when the responding SL UE is a target receiver of the COT initiating UE’s transmission in the COT.

· When the responding UE uses the shared COT for its transmission has an equal or smaller CAPC value than the CAPC value indicated in a shared COT information

· FFS how to determine a SL UE is a target receiver FFS: details of the channel type of the COT initiating UE’s transmission

· FFS any additional conditions

· For Alt1 and Alt2: When a responding UE uses a shared COT for its transmission(s), the COT initiating UE is a target receiver of the responding UE’s transmission(s).

· FFS: details of the channel type of the responding UE’s transmission(s)

· gNB relaying/forwarding a UE initiated COT to another UE is not supported in Rel-18

· FFS whether a Mode 1 UE can report a COT or related information to gNB for aiding Mode 1 RA


Therefore, to confirm the working assumption, if enhanced LCP is used, it is straightforward that enhanced LCH selection step in LCP should be considered to implement RAN1 agreements. To be more specific, only LCH(s) associated with an equal or smaller CAPC value than the CAPC value indicated in a shared COT can be selected.

Proposal 7:  Confirm the WA that for enhanced LCH selection step in LCP, only LCH(s) associated with an equal or smaller CAPC value than the CAPC value indicated in a shared COT can be selected. This should be reflected in the current MAC spec.
2.2.3
 Timing to perform LBT 

In NR-U, PHY layer will perform an LBT procedure before data transmission, that we can say the LBT procedure is performed after the TB is delivered from MAC entity to PHY layer. For mode 1, such legacy mechanism may be reused. For mode 2 though, the resource allocation mechanism is different from that in NR-U, whereas the following steps will be performed as shown in fig.1:

· Step 1: data available in LCH, which will trigger resource (re)selection in PHY layer

· Step 2: PHY layer performs resource (re)selection according to the sensing results, and selects SA from the selection window

· Step 3: PHY layer reports SA to MAC entity, and MAC entity randomly select resource from SA to obtain a selected grant

· Step 4: MAC entity generates TB according to the selected grant, and deliver the TB to PHY layer to perform SL transmission

For the timing between TB generation (including LCP) and perform LBT, flowing two options can be considered by RAN2:
· Option 1: LBT is performed after TB generation

· Option 2: LBT is performed before TB generation
For option 1, this can be considered as a baseline with no specification impact. 
However, LBT duration varies when CAPC and channel idle/busy state changes. For example, for CAPC=3 and CW=CWmax=1023, it takes more than 9ms before a UE is able to successfully access the channel. There may not be enough time to perform LBT, which may further lead to inferior LBT results. If the UE generate the TB as early as possible, the UE cannot transmit data in LCH that arrives after the LCP procedure. As a consequence, option 2 is another direction to solve the above issue. Since the UE can know the SL transmission requirement much earlier before the TB is delivered from MAC entity (e.g. the timing of triggering resource (re)selection when the data is available in LCH), if the LBT is perform in such timing, the UE will have enough time to occupy/choose the channel, which can increase the success probability of LBT and improve the performance of SL-U transmission in mode 2. In this option, the CAPC used in type 1 LBT is the CAPC of the LCH corresponding to the data that triggers resource (re)selection.
For the above two options, the UE can determine to use either one by implantation. 
Proposal 8: For early LBT procedure before the MAC PDU assembly, the CAPC used in type 1 LBT is the CAPC of the LCH corresponding to the data that triggers resource (re)selection.
For MCSt case, similarly, MAC layer can trigger mode 2 resource (re)selection for MCSt at the physical layer when data is available in LCH. And in this case, the CAPC used in type 1 LBT for the MCSt is the CAPC of the LCH corresponding to the data that triggers MCSt resource (re)selection.
Proposal 9: The MAC layer triggers mode 2 resource allocation for MCSt at the physical layer when data is available in LCH. The CAPC used in type 1 LBT for the MCSt is the CAPC of the LCH corresponding to the data that triggers resource (re)selection. 
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Figure 4. resource allocation procedure for mode 2
2.2.4
 LCP enhancement for MCSt 

In RAN1#110, it was agreed in RAN1 that multi-consecutive slots transmission (MCSt) is supported for Mode 1 and Mode 2 resource allocation in SL-U, i.e. COT initiating UE is able to transmit across multi-consecutive slots.

	Agreement (RAN1#110)
Multi-consecutive slots transmission (MCSt) is supported for Mode 1 and Mode 2 resource allocation in SL-U.

· FFS details


For option1 in section 2.3.3, legacy LCP procedure is reused. And the CAPC used in type 1 LBT is the CAPC of the MAC PDU. In this option, the UE needs to bear the risk of LBT failure and the risk of exceeding reaming PDB. Furthermore, data in LCH that arrives after the LCP procedure cannot be transmitted.
For option2, type1 LBT is performed when data, with CAPC=p, is available in LCH. LBT duration is pretty long under a larger CAPC value (e.g. more than 9ms as described in section 2.2.3). It is regular that new data arrive at the LCH during the LBT duration. If the legacy LCP procedure is reused, considering the limited size of a single-slot resource, not all data in LCH are allocated in the single slot resource. 
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Figure 1 new data arrive at the LCH during the LBT duration

In MCSt, multi-slot resources are reported from physical layer. Here, multi-slot resources are selected and reported following resource allocation Approach 2 [4]. Compared to the legacy single-slot resource, multi-slot resource can be used to carry more data in LCH. For example, when the size of data in LCHs before LCP procedure is larger than the size of a single-slot resource, the data in LCHs are allocated to separate consecutive slots in multi-slot resources. As a result, multiple TBs consist of different data in LCHs are transmitted in a multi-slot resource. And the HARQ RTT gap between initial transmission and retransmission of a TB is ensured by transmission of other TBs in a multi-slot resource. This provides a direction for supporting HARQ-enabled transmissions within a COT under Approach 2.
Thus, the LCP procedure for COT initiating UE needs to be enhanced. Further details under the above Approach 2 still need to be studied in RAN2. To begin with, for the first TB in MCSt, in order to allocate more data in LCHs to the multi-slot resource, the LCH with larger CAPC value should be allocated to the resources in the first slot of an MCSt. For the balance between transmitting more data in LCHs and accessing to the channel faster, a reasonable way is to allocate the first-slot-resources only to data in LCH whose CAPC is no larger than the CAPC triggering the LBT. Then, data in LCHs is allocated in descending order of CAPC values in ascending order of priority values. On the other hand, for the LCP selection in subsequent slots in MCSt, the LCHs whose CAPC value is no larger than the CAPC value of the first TB should be selected. Similar logical channel restriction in COT sharing can be reused.

Proposal 10: If the LBT procedure is before MAC PDU assembly, resource in the first slot is allocated to data with higher CAPC than the CAPC of SL-SCH triggering the resource selection for MCSt.
Proposal 11: For the subsequent slots in MCSt, LCP procedure for COT initiating UE is enhanced : the LCHs withlower or equal CAPC than the CAPC value of the first TB should be selected.
3
Conclusion

In this contribution, we discussed the open issues for SL consistent LBT failure and LCP enhancement, and provide corresponding proposals:
SL C-LBT failure cancellation for mode 2 RRC_CONNECTED UE
Proposal 1: For mode 2 RRC_CONNECTED UE, SL C-LBT failure MAC CE reporting is cancelled when it is reported to the gNB. 
Proposal 2: For mode 1, SL C-LBT failure MAC CE reporting is cancelled when it is reported to the gNB same as mode2.
SL C-LBT failure handling considering HARQenabled LCH
Proposal 3: For RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE UE, if SL C-LBT failure is detected for all the RB sets in RP with PSFCH, but there are still available RB set(s) in RP without PSFCH:

· For all UC connections only configured with HARQenabled LCH(s), SL RLF should be triggered;

· For all UC connections configured with both HARQenabled LCH(s) and HARQdisabled LCH(s), the UE should release/suspend the DRBs of HARQenabled LCH(s), indicate the release/suspend of the QoS flow corresponding to the released/suspended DRBs to the upper layers, and reset the MAC.
SL C-LBT failure assistance information between UEs
Proposal 4: RAN2 to support a UE to send its SL C-LBT failure info to the peer UE

LCP enhancement
Proposal 5:  It is up to PHY to perform type-1 or type-2 LBT for case-1b (i.e., if the (re)selected resource is within a shared COT, and if PDU generated before COT arrival, and the PDU satisfies COT requirement) and case 2-b (PDU not generated, and there is data in buffer satisfying the COT requirement).
Proposal 6:  For case-2b, enhanced LCP is used if PHY indicates to MAC that type 2 LBT is performed, with PHY indicating to MAC the CAPC value and destination ID.

Proposal 7:  Confirm the WA that for enhanced LCH selection step in LCP, only LCH(s) associated with an equal or smaller CAPC value than the CAPC value indicated in a shared COT can be selected. This should be reflected in the current MAC spec.
Timing to perform LBT
Proposal 8: For early LBT procedure before the MAC PDU assembly, the CAPC used in type 1 LBT is the CAPC of the LCH corresponding to the data that triggers resource (re)selection.

Proposal 9: The MAC layer triggers mode 2 resource allocation for MCSt at the physical layer when data is available in LCH. The CAPC used in type 1 LBT for the MCSt is the CAPC of the LCH corresponding to the data that triggers resource (re)selection. 
LCP enhancement for MCSt
Proposal 10: If the LBT procedure is before MAC PDU assembly, resource in the first slot is allocated to data with higher CAPC than the CAPC of SL-SCH triggering the resource selection for MCSt.
Proposal 11: For the subsequent slots in MCSt, LCP procedure for COT initiating UE is enhanced : the LCHs withlower or equal CAPC than the CAPC value of the first TB should be selected.
4
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