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1	Introduction
In this paper we discuss open issues in the MAC specification in the context of the R-18 Expanded and improved NR positioning work item.
2	Discussion
2.1	Priority Determination
As a general principle for determining SL PRS transmission, all UEs involved in a particular session should apply the same SL PRS transmission priority. The reason stems from the fact that these UEs share the same common positioning objective to satisfy some underlying positioning QoS requirement as defined by some notion of accuracy, latency and reliability.

More specifically, the LMF / server UE / target UE are able determine positioning QoS and the appropriate SL PRS priority as well as directly communicate it to the target UE via SLPP (or own upper layers in case target UE hosts the server UE functionality). Other (anchor) UEs do not have a direct knowledge of the pre-determined priority nor have they any means to correctly (and knowingly) infer it, and must reply on additional SLPP signaling.

In general, MAC layer (of any UE) is unaware of how upper layers are setting the SL PRS transmission priority and whether they are actually in position to set it at all.

Observation 1:  The MAC layer is unaware of how upper layers determine the SL PRS transmission priority and whether they are actually in position to set it at all (eg, case of an anchor UE).

[bookmark: _Hlk165816002]If for whatever reason upper layers are unable to provide a priority value, a default value must be selected. Given that the SL PRS transmissions are wide band and may (by default) occupy the entire resource pool bandwidth, it is generally desirable to prevent accidental or even malicious inflation of employed transmission priorities. At the same time, the default value should comply with the priorities by other session members. 

Proposal 1: If SL PRS transmission priority is not determined by own upper layers or not provided to them by explicit SLPP signaling, the lowest priority is selected by default to prevent accidental / malicious priority inflation and ensure worst-case compliance with priorities of other session members.

Proposal 2: RAN2 to consider the adoption of higher default priority in case SL PRS transmissions with narrower bandwidth, eg less than 50% of the resource pool bandwidth.

3	Conclusion
Observation 1:  The MAC layer is unaware of how upper layers determine the SL PRS transmission priority and whether they are actually in position to set it at all (eg, case of an anchor UE).

Proposal 1: If SL PRS transmission priority is not determined by own upper layers or not provided to them by explicit SLPP signaling, the lowest priority is selected by default to prevent accidental / malicious priority inflation and ensure worst-case compliance with priorities of other session members.

Proposal 2: RAN2 to consider the adoption of higher default priority in case SL PRS transmissions with narrower bandwidth, eg less than 50% of the resource pool bandwidth.

