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Introduction
Reply LS from RAN1 on SL switching priority was received in last RAN4 meeting [1]. Together with the previous agreed WF on SL switching [2], this contribution provides our further consideration on SL switching period and proposals. 
Discussion
The main points of the WF in [2] are listed as below:
· Due to large switching period defined in RRM spec, no need to consider the RF test for switching time requirement if defined
· Specific switching time 150us is captured in TR only
· Switching period position will be determined in RAN4#98e with consideration of feedback from RAN1/RAN2 on priority as well
· Option of no RF time mask requirement and leave it to UE implementation can also be considered in RAN4#98e
In our view, the specific switching time will not be specified in RF specification, but the switching period position should be considered for the time mask requirement. 
During the discussion, one uncertain issue is SL priority for LTE and NR. Based on the clarification in RAN1 reply LS [1], clearly the priority is specified by SA2, but the priority of a PSSCH transmission is instructed to the physical layer by higher layers, and transmitted via RAN1 specifications in SCI format 1 or 1-A. Priorities for PSFCH and sidelink synchronization signals are specified by RAN1 in TS 38.213 section 16.2.4, together with the procedures for prioritization among transmission. 
According to RAN1 specification TS 38.213 clause 16.2.4, to apply the priority for transmission, the priorities of the two channels/signals should be known to the UE T msec prior to the start of the earlier of the two transmissions. Therefore, the RAN4 spec should be aligned with RAN1, i.e. the switching period position is determined by priority of SL conditionally, and it is noted that there is no RAT has higher priority than the other one by default. 
The response by RAN1 on SL priority is copied as below for reference.
	Question 1: Is there priority defined for LTE SL and NR SL?
[RAN1 reply]  Yes, priority is defined for the LTE SL in clause 4.4.5.1 of TS 23.285 and for NR SL in clause 5.4.3.3 of TS 23.287. On SL priority in RAN1, please refer to answers of Question 2 and 3.
Question 2: How does RAN WG1 define the priority of LTE SL and NR SL? For example, which parameter is used and how to determine the priority?
[RAN1 reply] In RAN1, priority of a PSCCH/PSSCH transmission is indicated in the “Priority” field of an SCI format 1 in LTE, or SCI format 1-A in NR, after being set for the transport block by higher layers. The priority of NR S-SSB or LTE PSBCH/SSSS/PSSS is determined/provided by higher layers. The priority of NR PSFCH is the same as the corresponding PSSCH. 
Question 3: Is it the case that there is no higher priority for LTE SL than NR SL? 
[RAN1 reply] No. In RAN1#98 meeting, the following agreement was made, where PPPP is represented in the “Priority” field of an SCI format 1 in LTE:
Agreements:
· RAN1 understand that NR V2X priority field and PPPP are directly comparable i.e. the same numerical value has the same meaning in both the RATs. 



Proposal 1: It is proposed to consider the SL switching period position based on priority to align with RAN1 specification
As for the time mask requirement, we also need to make it clear that the applicability of priority is conditioned by knowing the priorities of the two channels/signals T msec prior to the start of the earlier of the two transmissions, where  and is based on UE implementation. Otherwise, where to put the switching period is up to UE implementation.
The time mask can be defined as below:
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Figure 1: Time mask for switching between NR V2X SL and E-UTRA V2X SL 
Proposal 2: It is proposed to define the time mask for SL switching as in Figure 1 and clarifies the condition of applicability of the priorities.
A companion CR is provided in [3].
Conclusion
SL switching period is further discussed in the contribution. The following proposals are proposed.
Proposal 1: It is proposed to consider the SL switching period position based on priority to align with RAN1 specification
Proposal 2: It is proposed to define the time mask for SL switching as in Figure 1 and clarifies the condition of applicability of the priorities.
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