
[bookmark: _GoBack]3GPP TSG RAN WG1 Meeting #85	 		R1-166021
Nanjing, China, 23 – 27 May 2016

Title:	[DRAFT] LS on Mapping of QCI to LBT Priority Classes in UL
Release:		Rel-14
Work Item:		eLAA_LTE

Source:		CableLabs [TSG RAN WG1]
To:		TSG RAN WG2
Cc:		

Contact Person:	
Name:	Volker Leisse
E-mail Address:	v.leisse@cablelabs.com

Attachments:		- 


1. Overall Description:

In RAN1 #85, RAN1 reached the following agreement with regard to selecting the LBT priority class in UL depending on the traffic types that are expected to be included in the transmission:

Agreement:
· When the UE performs Cat. 4 LBT, it shall use the priority class signaled by the eNB
· There is no additional restriction at the UE (other than the multiplexing rules defined in RAN2) on the type of the traffic that can be carried in the scheduled subframes.
· eNB shall not schedule the UE more subframes than what is needed to transmit all the traffic corresponding to the same LBT priority class or lower (i.e., with a lower number in the LBT priority class table) than the signaled LBT priority class based on the latest BSR and received UL traffic from the UE.
· The eNB is responsible for making sure that the mapping between QCI and LBT priority class is consistent with section 5.7.1 in TS 36.300.
· The eNB is expected to take the QCI with the lowest priority in the logical channel group into account when defining the LBT priority class for a logical channel group
 
With regard to
· The eNB is responsible for making sure that the mapping between QCI and LBT priority class is consistent with section 5.7.1 in TS 36.300.
· The eNB is expected to take the QCI with the lowest priority in the logical channel group into account when defining the LBT priority class for a logical channel group

RAN1 has identified that a deterministic algorithm to select an LBT priority class for a logical channel group by identifying the lowest priority among the QCI present in that logical channel group and signalling the corresponding priority class to the UE is a normative requirement to ensure fair coexistence.

2. Actions:
RAN1 respectfully requests that RAN2 takes the above into account when specifying a mapping between QCI and LBT priority classes in UL. Feedback to RAN1 on RAN2’s conclusions would be appreciated.

3. Date of Next TSG RAN WG1 Meetings:
TSG-RAN WG1 Meeting #86	22 – 26 August 2016	Gothenburg, Sweden
TSG-RAN WG1 Meeting #86bis	10 – 14 October 2016	Lisbon, Portugal

