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At RAN1 #112bis-e, the SL PRS sequence ID selection was extensively discussed with the following agreement achieved.

	Agreement
For SL PRS sequence generation, one of the following options is down-selected to define the parameter  :
· Option 1:  is a higher layer parameter.
· FFS: How the higher layer parameter is obtained, e.g., (pre-)configuration or via LPP/SLPP, etc.
· Option 2:  is based on 12 LSB bits CRC of PSCCH associated with the SL PRS. 
· Option 3: based on a combination of higher layer parameter from a configured ID list and 12 LSB bits of CRC of PSCCH associated with the SL PRS. 
FFS: How the higher layer parameter/ID list is determined/obtained, e.g., (pre-)configuration or via LPP/SLPP, etc.



In this contribution, we intend to share some observations and provide inputs to further down-select the SL PRS sequence ID parameter.
Discussion 
In the FL summary #3 [1], the related proposal and discussion are noted in section 2.2 under the topic [High] FL1 Proposal 2.2-1. Through a few rounds of discussion, the companies were able to converge on certain aspects, but could yet agree on further down-selection between two options.
Some companies think SL PRS sequence ID should be based on 12 LSB bits CRC of PSCCH associated with the SL PRS, and believe this could minimize latency for the genertation of SL PRS sequence.
While some other companies think SL PRS sequence ID should be configured by the higher layer protocol, and consider this approach will have privacy benefits by using some higher-layer security procedure.
Observation 1: On SL PRS sequence ID selection, a converged view is yet to be achieved. Companies’ views diverge between Option 1 and Option 2.
In addition, the privacy issue stated by some companies is either not recognized by or is not clear to some other companies.
Observation 2: RAN1 does not have consensus on whether there is privacy issue associated with SL PRS sequence ID selection.
Finally, the latency impact of Option 1 on SL PRS sequence generation is not clear, which likely depends on how the higher layer protocol configures the SL PRS sequence ID.
Observation 3: RAN1 is not clear about the latency impact of Option 1 on SL PRS sequence generation.

During the discussion at RAN1 #112bis-e, some companies suggest to get inputs from SA3 on the privacy associated with SL PRS sequence ID selection because SA3 has the right expertise to address this topic. We have the similar view, and believe it will be beneficial to have inputs from SA3.
Proposal 1: RAN1 is kindly suggested to send an LS to SA3 to get their inputs on the privacy issue associated with SL PRS sequence ID selection.

Moreover, we also think it will be helpful to ask RAN2/SA2 to investigate the latency impact of Option 1 on SL PRS sequence generation, and provide inputs to RAN1 to move forward.
Proposal 2: RAN1 is kindly suggested to send an LS to RAN2/SA2 to investigate the latency impact of Option 1 on SL PRS sequence generation, and provide inputs to RAN1.
Conclusion
This contribution discusses our views on SL PRS sequence ID down-selection, and we think involving SA3 and RAN2/SA2 on this topic will help decision-making in RAN1.
A summary of the observations and proposals can be found below:
Observation 1: On SL PRS sequence ID selection, a converged view is yet to be achieved. Companies’ views diverge between Option 1 and Option 2.
Observation 2: RAN1 does not have consensus on whether there is privacy issue associated with SL PRS sequence ID selection.
Observation 3: RAN1 is not clear about the latency impact of Option 1 on SL PRS sequence generation.

[bookmark: _Toc50537933]Proposal 1: RAN1 is kindly suggested to send an LS to SA3 to get their inputs on the privacy issue associated with SL PRS sequence ID selection.
Proposal 2: RAN1 is kindly suggested to send an LS to RAN2/SA2 to investigate the latency impact of Option 1 on SL PRS sequence generation, and provide inputs to RAN1.
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