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Introduction
In this contribution, we provide our views on the issues on positioning MAC agreements in RAN2 LS R1-2401949(R2-2401912) [1].
Discussion on SL-PRS transmission on SL-PRS shared resource pool
In the RAN2 LS R1-2401949(R2-2401912) [1], RAN2 provided the MAC agreements related to R18 positioning enhancements achieved at RAN2#125, and would like to ask RAN1 the following question related to SL-PRS transmission on SL-PRS shared resource pool:
	· RAN2 would like to ask RAN1, regarding the minimum time gap between the last symbol of SL-PRS and the start of the first symbol of PSFCH reception that is associated with the PSSCH transmission on SL-PRS shared resource pool, whether a new RRC parameter is needed.



According the following conclusion in RAN1#113 [2], ACK/NACK feedback for SL-PRS or lower-layer feedback-based retransmissions is not supported in Release 18. The PSFCH reception is associated with the PSSCH transmission on SL-PRS shared resource pool and no relation with SL-PRS transmission. Hence, regarding the minimum time gap between the last symbol of SL-PRS and the start of the first symbol of PSFCH reception that is associated with the PSSCH transmission on SL-PRS shared resource pool, a new RRC parameter is not needed.
	Conclusion(RAN1#113)
Do not support ACK/NACK feedback for SL-PRS or lower-layer feedback-based retransmissions in Release 18.



Proposal 1: Regarding the question related to SL-PRS transmission on SL-PRS shared resource pool in the RAN2 LS R1-2401949(R2-2401912), suggest providing the following response:
· From RAN1 perspective, regarding the minimum time gap between the last symbol of SL-PRS and the start of the first symbol of PSFCH reception that is associated with the PSSCH transmission on SL-PRS shared resource pool, a new RRC parameter is not needed.

[bookmark: _Ref36559580]Conclusion
In this contribution, we provide our views on the issue in the RAN2 LS R1-2401949(R2-2401912). Our proposal is given as follows:
Proposal 1: Regarding the question related to SL-PRS transmission on SL-PRS shared resource pool in the RAN2 LS R1-2401949(R2-2401912), suggest providing the following response:
· From RAN1 perspective, regarding the minimum time gap between the last symbol of SL-PRS and the start of the first symbol of PSFCH reception that is associated with the PSSCH transmission on SL-PRS shared resource pool, a new RRC parameter is not needed.
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