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1. Introduction
In the last RAN1#116 meeting, RAN1 discussed questions raised in the RAN2 LS [1], and sends back their reply in the LS [2]. In this contribution, we would like to present our views on the impact on MAC spec, given the RAN1’s LS.
2. Discussion
2.1 Consideration on the number of Parallel SL-PRS transmissions 
In the reply LS [2], RAN1 respond that there is no concept of parallel SL PRS transmission processes defined/used in RAN1, and hence RAN2 can decide the maximum total number of parallel SL PRS transmission in a shared/dedicated SL PRS resource pool.
According to [3], the maximum number of transmitting Sidelink processes associated with the Sidelink HARQ Entity is 16, but the maximum number of transmission of the parallel SL-PRS is 4 for the mode 2. In our opinion, since shared resource pool is defined for transmission of the SL-PRS and the SL data together, the maximum of parallel transmitting sidelink processes at least for the shared resource pool should follow the legacy. For the dedicated resource pool, considering that a SL-PRS transmitting UE may be involved in multiple positioning sessions simultaneously, parallel SL-PRS transmission should be supported also. From our point of view, it seems OK to follow the number of parallel S-PRS for the shared resource pool.
Proposal 1: RAN2 to agree that the maximum of parallel transmitting sidelink processes for at least the shared resource pool should at least follow the legacy, 16 overall and 4 for the mode 2. 
Proposal 2: RAN2 to discuss the maximum of parallel transmitting sidelink processes for the dedicated resource pool in the range of (0,16] and (0,4] for the mode 2.

2.2 Consideration on the SL-PRS transmission when ACKed on the PSSCH is received
In the reply LS[2], RAN1 indicates that they concluded that a positive acknowledgement for an associated PSSCH may not be interpreted to indicate successful reception of SL PRS, and a Tx UE may continue to perform SL PRS retransmission if it has been provided multiple resources for (re-) transmission by the MAC layer. As a result, in our opinion, it could be up to UE implementation to decide whether or not to apply the reserved resources and the number of them to be applied for re-transmission of the SL-PRS. We guess that positioning QoS could be taken into account.
Proposal 3: RAN2 to agree that it leaves to UE implementation to decide the number of reserved resources for re-transmission of the SL-PRS.

3. Conclusion and proposals
In this paper, following observations and proposals have been made by us:
Proposal 1: RAN2 to agree that the maximum of parallel transmitting sidelink processes for at least the shared resource pool should at least follow the legacy, 16 overall and 4 for the mode 2. 
Proposal 2: RAN2 to discuss the maximum of parallel transmitting sidelink processes for the dedicated resource pool in the range of (0,16] and (0,4] for the mode 2.
Proposal 3: RAN2 to agree that it leaves to UE implementation to decide the number of reserved resources for re-transmission of the SL-PRS.
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