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Introduction
RAN1 received an LS from RAN2 with following questions to RAN1 [1]：
	[bookmark: _Hlk146545091]To RAN1/SA2: 
ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully asks RAN1/SA2 to take the agreements in SL-PRS priority in the future work and provide feedbacks on relevant agreements

To RAN1:
ACTION: 	RAN2 would like to ask RAN1 whether the following cases are possible 
· Higher layer provides the SL-PRS priority when SL-PRS is triggered by peer UE’s lower layer’s signalling
· Lower layer signalling provides the SL-PRS priority when SL-PRS is triggered by peer UE’s lower layer signalling


In this contribution, we discuss the questions and propose our reply to the questions. 
Discussion
Following agreement achieved in RAN2 was included in the SL:
	Agreement
Support CBR measurement on both shared and dedicated resource pool for SL-PRS transmission. 


However, in RAN1#114 meeting following conclusion was made, which was also sent to RAN2 in LS R1-2308559:
	Conclusion
For Scheme 2 SL-PRS resource allocation, with regards to the congestion control for a shared RP, CBR and CR mechanisms from Rel.16 NR SL are reused.
· Add this agreement in the LS related to the priority handling


According to the conclusion congestion control in shared resource pool would reuse mechanisms from Rel-16, in another word, there will be no congestion control specifically for SL PRS transmission in shared resource pool. This conclusion is kind of inconsistent with RAN2’s agreement above. It would be better to remind RAN2 of the RAN1 conclusion.
[bookmark: _Hlk146544782]Proposed reply 1:
· Regarding the agreements on CBR measurement achieved in RAN2, RAN1 would like to kindly remind RAN2 that no congestion control specifically for SL PRS transmission in shared resource pool will be introduced in Rel-18.
[bookmark: _Hlk146535553]According to the agreements achieved in RAN1#112bis[2] and RAN1#113[3], whether to transmit SL-PRS in response to a lower layer triggering signaling is up to UE’s own higher layer. Although “Priority” filed is included in the SCI for SL-PRS triggering, the priority is for the associated SL-PRS and/or PSSCH. Therefore, when SL-PRS is triggered by peer UE’s lower layer signaling, higher layer should provide the SL-PRS priority. It is up to higher layer to decide whether the provided priority is same as the priority indicated in lower layer signaling (the SCI from peer UE) or not.
	Agreement (RAN1#112bis)
In Scheme 2, with regards to the triggering of SL-PRS,
· Support SL-PRS transmission triggering at the physical layer by the UE’s own higher layers
· Working assumption: Support UE-A to request UE-B to transmit SL-PRS via lower layer signaling sent by UE-A. 
· Up to UE-B’s own higher layers to transmit SL-PRS in response to the lower layer request from UE-A
· FFS: Lower layer signaling corresponds to SCI, MAC-CE, or SL-PRS

Agreement (RAN1#113)
In Scheme 2, with regards to the triggering of SL-PRS, confirm the related WA for shared and dedicated resource pools.
· With regards to the lower-layer signalling, support SCI associated with SL-PRS transmission
· FFS: whether this is enabled by (pre)configuration
· FFS: to support also SL-PRS


[bookmark: _Hlk146544866]Proposed reply 2:
· Regarding the 2 cases asked by RAN2, when SL-PRS is triggered by peer UE’s lower- layer signalling, higher layer should provide the SL-PRS priority, it is up to RAN2 to decide whether the provided priority is same as that indicated in the lower-layer signalling or not.
[bookmark: _Hlk131613252]
Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed the questions asked by RAN2 to RAN1 and proposed reply to the questions as below:
Proposed reply 1:
· Regarding the agreements on CBR measurement achieved in RAN2, RAN1 would like to kindly remind RAN2 that no congestion control specifically for SL PRS transmission in shared resource pool will be introduced in Rel-18.
Proposed reply 2:
· Regarding the 2 cases asked by RAN2, when SL-PRS is triggered by peer UE’s lower- layer signalling, higher layer should provide the SL-PRS priority, it is up to RAN2 to decide whether the provided priority is same as that indicated in the lower-layer signalling or not.
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