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Introduction
In this contribution, we discuss the remaining open issues related to the inter-UE UL cancellation mechanism. 
UE UL Cancellation 
The concern was raised that requiring UE to cancel at an exact time point is difficult for UE implementation, and it was discussed whether to allow UE to cancel before the first symbol indicated by the UL CI [1]. At the same time, for intra-UE prioritization, the same issue was discussed, and the following was agreed:
	Agreement
In case of collision between a high priority channel and low priority channels, adopt one of the following options:
· A UE is expected to cancel the overlapping low priority channel by the first overlapping symbol at the latest. Further, a UE expects that the first [overlapping] symbol of the high priority channel is not earlier than Tproc,2+d1 after the last symbol of the PDCCH with the DCI format scheduling the high priority channel.


However, no conclusion was reached for inter-UE cancellation due to some companies’ concern on performance degradation.
First of all, we would like to emphasize again this is to address the difficulty in the UE implementation. The issue is exactly the same for the UE in inter-UE CI as in intra-UE prioritization. If the issue is acknowledged in one case, we do not see why it should be ignored in the other case. Otherwise we are not consistent on how we make our decisions.
Secondly, regarding the performance degradation, we agree that we can always find cases when this degrades the performance, e.g. in case of CBG-based retransmission. But from overall system performance perspective, it is not exactly clear whether there is indeed a loss or to what extent.
· UL CI is not expected to be the norm of the system operation, and it should only happen occasionally (otherwise something should be done in the gNB scheduler). Any performance impact due to UL CI should be minimum from overall system perspective.
· Cancelling earlier in some cases may result in the loss of some CBGs, but it also reduces the interference in the system. This is especially beneficial if the partial transmission would not allow the gNB to correctly decode anyway. So whether there is performance loss or how big the performance loss is remains unclear.
· In case there is any additional DMRS symbol being cancelled, it creates additional issue for the gNB to perform channel estimation and decoding.
Therefore, we propose:

Proposal: If a UE is indicated by DCI 2_4 to cancel a PUSCH transmission, the UE is expected to cancel the PUSCH by the first indicated symbol at the latest. 

Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed the issue of whether to allow the UE cancel earlier and made the following proposal:
Proposal: If a UE is indicated by DCI 2_4 to cancel a PUSCH transmission, the UE is expected to cancel the PUSCH by the first indicated symbol at the latest. 
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