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1 Introduction
A RAN2 LS was sent to RAN1 [1] indicating that RAN2 had discussed CAPC determination for SL-U. In addition, RAN2 agreed to make working assumptions about the mapping between PQI and CAPC, the determination of CAPC of the SL TB multiplexing multiple SDUs with different CAPC, and discussed the CAPC for S-SSB and PSFCH. The conclusion of CAPC for S-SSB and PSFCH are given as follow.  
	(below is copied from RAN2 LS R2-2213169)
…
Regarding the CAPC for SBCCH SDU transmitted in SL-SSB and for PSFCH, the following were agreed:

· The highest priority SL CAPC is used for SBCCH SDU transmission (if SL CAPC is applied to SBCCH SDU).
· For PSFCH, we leave it to RAN1 to decide the CAPC to use   


RAN1 is requested to provide the feedback (if needed) on the above the working assumptions, and in this contribution, views from RAN1 perspective are provided.
2 Discussions
RAN1 has made following agreements about Type 1 channel access procedure, but the CAPC for S-SSB and PSFCH are still FFS:
	Agreement
· Type 1 SL channel access procedure is applicable to the following transmissions by a UE:
· PSSCH/PSCCH transmission(s) scheduled or configured by a gNB in SL Mode 1 resource allocation.
· PSSCH/PSCCH transmission(s) from the UE in SL Mode 2 resource allocation.
· Other SL transmissions including S-SSB and PSFCH transmissions from a UE
· FFS: how to set CAPC for S-SSB and PSFCH
· Note: Type 1 can be used to initiate a COT
· A UE uses a channel access priority class applicable to the sidelink user plane data multiplexed in PSSCH for performing the Type 1 channel access procedures to transmit transmission(s) including PSSCH with user plane data and its associated PSCCH.
· Note: how to set CAPC for MAC CE multiplexed in PSSCH is up to RAN2
· A UE shall not transmit on a channel for a Channel Occupancy Time that exceeds the maximum COT duration where the channel access procedures are performed based on a channel access priority class p associated with the UE transmissions, as given in CAPC table for SL.


For transmission of S-SSB, RAN2 made one working assumption about the highest priority SL CAPC is used for SBCCH SDU transmission, and the highest priority is represented by the lowest value of CAPC, given as follow (especially underline part). Thus, CAPC = 1 is used for S-SSB transmission.
	Agreement on CAPC:
1: 	Working assumption: PQI is used to determine the CAPC mapping as in NR-U. FFS whether the same principle is also applied to the UE side.
2:	For SL-DRB the CAPC value is (pre)configurable per-DRB as in NR-U.
3:	For all SL-SRBs, CAPC value is fixed to the highest priority (i.e., lowest CAPC value).
4: If PQI-based CAPC mapping is agreed, for all SL MAC CEs, CAPC value is fixed to the highest priority (i.e., lowest CAPC value).
……


Considering S-SSB is used for synchronization and aligning the time between different UEs, it is reasonable that the S-SSB has the highest channel access priority and accesses to the channel as soon as possible. Thus, there is no concern from RAN1.
[bookmark: _GoBack]For transmission of PSFCH, whether its CAPC is the same as associated PSSCH or setting CAPC = 1 had been discussed in RAN1 for quite some time. In Rel-16 sidelink, the priority of PSFCH is equal to the priority of associated PSCCH/PSSCH. If the CAPC of all the PSFCH transmissions are set to 1, it  could result in interruption of channel access procedure of PSCCH/PSSCH transmission with high priority. Thus, for PSFCH, the same CAPC as associated PSCCH/PSSCH is preferred. More details are described in our companion paper [2].
In summary, from RAN1 perspective, there is no concern that S-SSB uses the highest priority CAPC, and the CAPC of PSFCH is being discussed in RAN1. Thus, RAN1 can reply to RAN2 later once CAPC of PSFCH is determined in AI 9.4.1.1.
Proposal:  Reply to RAN2’s LS on CAPC at a later appropriate time, since:
· There is no concern and hence no need for feedback from RAN1 perspective that S-SSB uses the highest priority CAPC.
· RAN1 is discussing the CAPC for PSFCH and will reply to RAN2 later after consensus is reached.
3 Conclusions
Based on the discussion and analysis above, following proposal is given.
Proposal:  Reply to RAN2’s LS on CAPC at a later appropriate time, since:
· There is no concern and hence no need for feedback from RAN1 perspective that S-SSB uses the highest priority CAPC.
· RAN1 is discussing the CAPC for PSFCH and will reply to RAN2 later after consensus is reached.
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