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In this contribution, a summary of CRs on UCI multiplexing on PUSCH is provided in Section 2. 
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	TDOC
	Source
	Spec
	CR title
	Summary of CR
	Comments

	R1-1904470

	MediaTek 
	38.214
	Draft CR on collision handling of PUCCH, PUSCH and SRS
	Reason for change: UE behaviour is not clear in case SRS overlapping with (more than one) PUCCH/PUSCH on the same CC. 

Summary of change: Add text to sub-clause 6.2.1 of TS 38.214 to clarify that the UE does not evaluate overlap between SRS and non-SRS channels until overlap across all non-SRS channels has been resolved.
	Recommendation: Conclude the CR is not needed. No Spec update is needed.

Reason: The scenario described in the CR is already implicitly treated as an error case per current spec. Furthermore, one should notice that for intra-band CA, spec states that overlapping between SRS and PUCCH/PUSCH is an error case. Lastly, the CR in current form only addresses PUCCH/PUCCH collision but not PUCCH/PUSCH collision, before handling SRS.

Companies are welcome to add your views in this column.

	R1-1904538

	CATT
	38.213
	Correction on PUSCH selection for overlapping of PUCCH and PUSCH
	Reason for change: In UL CA with different numerologies, one PUCCH (on CC with smaller SCS) can overlap with multiple PUSCHs (on CCs with larger SCS). The UE behaviour in current spec, which is handling PUCCH/PUSCH collision from PUSCH slot perspective, is not aligned with previous agreements in certain scenarios.

Summary of change: On high level, the proposed change is to remove “in a slot” in spec in texts related to above mentioned scenarios. By removing “in a slot”, the PUCCH/PUSCH collision is handled from slot with smallest SCS point of view. Then UE behaviour is aligned with previous agreements. 
	Recommendation: Conclude the CR is not needed. No Spec update is needed.

Reason: although not aligned with previous agreements, current spec can work without any issue in these scenarios mentioned in the CR. The change is an NBC, which changes UE implementation, at a late stage of Rel-15.  

Companies are welcome to add your views in this column.



[bookmark: _Hlk5825166]Offline discussion outcome
R1-1904470	Draft CR on collision handling of PUCCH, PUSCH, and SRS	MediaTek Inc.
Offline consensus: capture the following conclusion in Chairman’s notes:
· On a same CC, if a PUCCH transmission overlapping with an SRS transmission, a UE does not expect that the PUCCH transmission overlaps with other PUCCH/PUSCH transmission(s)

R1-1904538	Correction on PUSCH selection for overlapping of PUCCH and PUSCH	CATT
Offline proposal: 
Email discussion to decide potential solution to the issues identified in CR R1-1904538, considering the following as a starting point 
· In uplink CA, when a PUCCH transmission (after resolving collision among multiple PUCCHs, if applicable) overlaps with multiple PUSCHs where the PUCCH/PUSCHs uses different SCS, UCI of the PUCCH is multiplexed on one PUSCH with the priority order of earliest transmission followed by smallest CC index, if the timeline conditions for multiplexing is satisfied. 
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