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Introduction
[bookmark: Proposal36321][bookmark: _Hlk510705081]In LS [1] RAN2 has asked RAN1 the following question:
	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


Discussion
Note that RAN1 has made below agreements in previous RAN1 meetings:
	Agreement (RAN1#112)
For the scheme 2 sensing-based resource allocation, 
· Rel-16/17 resource (re)-selection procedure is reused for SL-PRS in the shared resource pool. 
· Study if/what changes are needed
· Rel-16[/17] resource (re)-selection procedure with periodic and without periodic reservations is the starting point for the design of SL-PRS in the dedicated resource pool. 
· Study what changes, if any, are needed at least with regards to the following: sensing window, resource selection window, reservation interval, Resource exclusion mechanism (e.g. definition of resource set for SL-PRS, how RSRP is measured, etc)
From RAN1 perspective, priority value for SL PRS should be provided by higher layers from Tx UE perspective.
Agreement (RAN1#114)
For a slot, a single priority value is provided by higher layers to the physical layer and is used at least to determine the PSSCH and/or SL-PRS transmission power via the value of .
· For dedicated resource pool, this corresponds to the priority level of SL PRS. 
· Send an LS to RAN2 requesting them to take the above into consideration when defining priority levels for SL PRS and PSSCH that are multiplexed in the same slot of a shared resource pool.


As stated in the above agreement, from RAN1 perspective, the priority value for SL PRS should be provided by higher layers from Tx UE perspective. Even when the SL PRS is triggered by the lower layer signaling, the priority value should still be determined at higher layer for the SL PRS transmission. This priority determination may take into account the priority indicated in the request message (i.e., priority value indicated in the SCI). However, the higher layer determination is left to other WGs.
	[bookmark: Proposal65445][bookmark: Proposal92411][bookmark: Proposal25643][bookmark: Proposal36322][bookmark: Proposal92578][bookmark: Proposal41173]Proposal 1: Provide the following answer to RAN2’s question:
· The priority value for SL PRS should be provided by higher layers from Tx UE perspective even when the SL PRS transmission is triggered by peer UE’s lower layer’s signalling
· The priority value determination at higher layers may take into account the priority of the lower layer SL PRS trigger signalling. Details left to other WGs.




In addition, RAN2 informed us about the following agreement:
	Agreement
Support CBR measurement on both shared and dedicated resource pool for SL-PRS transmission.



This might imply that RAN2 are considering a new CBR measurement specifically for SL PRS transmission on both shared and dedicated resource pool. It may be worthwhile reminding RAN2 about the relevant agreement and conclusion reached by RAN1:
	Agreement
For Scheme 2 SL-PRS resource allocation, with regards to the congestion control for a dedicated RP, the following modifications are supported:
· Modification 1: For the definition of SL PRS CR and CBR:
· Alt. 2: redefine CBR/CR by considering the SL-PRS resource allocation/configuration. 

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



So RAN1 will define a new CBR measurement for dedicated pool, but not for shared pool.
[bookmark: Proposal25644][bookmark: Proposal65446][bookmark: Proposal92412]Proposal 2: Remind RAN2 about the RAN1 agreement and conclusion on CBR – no new CBR for SL PRS in shared resource pool.


Conclusion
[bookmark: ConclusionsPObsInSeq]In this contribution, we discussed the RAN2 LS on SL positioning MAC agreements [1] and made the following proposals:
	Proposal 1: Provide the following answer to RAN2’s question:
· The priority value for SL PRS should be provided by higher layers from Tx UE perspective even when the SL PRS transmission is triggered by peer UE’s lower layer’s signalling
· The priority value determination at higher layers may take into account the priority of the lower layer SL PRS trigger signalling. Details left to other WGs.



Proposal 2: Remind RAN2 about the RAN1 agreement and conclusion on CBR – no new CBR for SL PRS in shared resource pool.
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