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[bookmark: _Ref488331639]Introduction
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]One company provide a exception sheet in [1] and raised the concern there is an open issue as following:
“Prioritization between uplink transmissions on Uu and sidelink transmissions on PC5 
Procedure to provide deterministic UE behaviour in the absence of configured prioritization thresholds”
And they believe if RAN2 doesn’t resolve this problem the consequence could be:
“The UE may transmit on sidelink instead of following dynamic UL grants from the network leading to poor efficiency and bad system performance. This is particularly detrimental for URLLC services relying on short delays in the uplink.”
Resource allocation of configured grant
Actually this issue has been discussed at RAN2#110e meeting based on email discussion summary [2]. The problem described in R2-2004759 is that UL/SL prioritization is based on configuration of both UL and SL threshold i.e. sl-PrioritizationThres and ul-PrioritizationThres. And if both threshold are absent either due to lack of configuration from network or even from pre-configuration, then it would end up that SL will be always prioritized except for high priority data in UL which is always prioritized i.e. emergency call and MSG1/MSG3 in RACH gets prioritized. The problem mainly comes from the way to describe how can SL transmission be prioritized:
The transmission of the MAC PDU is prioritized over uplink transmissions of the MAC entity or the other MAC entity if the following conditions are met:
1>	if the MAC entity is not able to perform this sidelink transmission simultaneously with all uplink transmissions at the time of the transmission, and
1>	if uplink transmission is neither prioritized as specified in clause 5.4.2.2 nor prioritized by upper layer according to TS 23.287 [19]; and
1>	if the value of the highest priority of logical channel(s) and a MAC CE in the MAC PDU is lower than sl-PrioritizationThres if sl-PrioritizationThres is configured.
[bookmark: _GoBack]If the yellow part is not true because of absence of sl-PrioritizationThresI, then logically the 3rd sub-bullet is not applied i.e. as long as condition in 1st and 2nd bullet are met, SL will be prioritized. While in 2nd bullet the condition “if uplink transmission is neither prioritized as specified in clause 5.4.2.2” could be easily met because currently in section 5.4.2.2 the UL prioritization condition is described as following:
if there are both a sidelink grant for transmission of NR sidelink communication and a configured grant for transmission of V2X sidelink communication on SL-SCH as described in clause 5.14.1.2.2 of TS 36.321 [22] at the time of the transmission, and the value of the highest priority of the logical channel(s) in the MAC PDU is lower than ul-PrioritizationThres if ul-PrioritizationThres is configured;
So logically if ul-PrioritizationThres is not configured UL transmission is not prioritized.
Observation1: if both sl-PrioritizationThres and ul-PrioritizationThres are absent then SL transmission will be always prioritized except for emergency call and MSG1/MSG3
But the assumption of the problem is rather not so reasonable because these two thresholds could be preconfigured according currently specification. It will be very weird situation where everything is preconfigured except for these thresholds.
Observation2: the assumption of the problem i.e. both thresholds can’t be preconfigured is unreasonable
But to address the concern from some company one compromised way is to adopt the proposed text based on the spirit of alt3 in [2] as following which is supported by 15 companies out of 22:
The transmission of the MAC PDU is prioritized over uplink transmissions of the MAC entity or the other MAC entity if the following conditions are met:
1>	if the MAC entity is not able to perform this sidelink transmission simultaneously with all uplink transmissions at the time of the transmission, and
1>	if uplink transmission is neither prioritized as specified in clause 5.4.2.2 nor prioritized by upper layer according to TS 23.287 [19]; and
1>	if sl-PrioritizationThres is configured and if the value of the highest priority of logical channel(s) and a MAC CE in the MAC PDU is lower than sl-PrioritizationThres if sl-PrioritizationThres is configured.
For companies who believe both threshold can be preconfigured, the text proposal doesn’t change anything. But it can address the concern of company who assume even pre-configuration of both threshold could be absent.
Proposal: to adopt the text proposal as indicated above.
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