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1 Introduction
In this contribution, we discuss about some FFS points in Redcap Positioning in Rel-18 expanded and improved NR positioning and provide our views. 
2 Discussion
Under following agreements:
	Agreement
For the SRS Tx hopping, both hopping patterns (i.e. one cycle containing all the hops) that can span across slots or fit within one slot are supported.
· FFS: determination of the starting symbol position for each hop
· FFS: duration of each hop
Agreement
For SRS Tx hopping, the configuration includes:
· a hop bandwidth common to all hops
· FFS: possible values
· a single overlap value can be configured for all hops for the SRS resource
· FFS: possible values 
· The starting slot offset and starting symbol for the SRS resource with tx hopping (first hop)
· FFS: possible values  
· the starting slot offset and symbol for each of the hops following the first hop, 
· Note Up to ran2 to design signaling of the starting position for each hop, i.e. how the SRS resource configuration signaling indicates the starting slot offset and starting symbol for the hops following the first hop
· FFS: possible values 
· The number of consecutive symbols in a hop common to all hops
· FFS: possible values 
· The number of hops 
· FFS: possible values 
· UE does not expect to be configured for any hops across slot boundaries, i.e.the starting position + duration of a hop cannot exceed a slot duration
FFS: whether/how special handling for the last hop overlap


One last FFS needs some discussion on “whether/how special handling for the last hop overlap”. 
During the discussion in last meeting, the motivation seems to worry that the last hop, by following the staircase pattern, might be out of the bandwidth, or shorter to the bandwidth. Here are our considerations:
· Since the starting positioning of the first hop, the (time/frequency) gap between hops are all configured by gNB. That’s to say, where the patten will be located, and what the pattern will be looked like are all controlled by gNB. So in the first place, the probability of this could happen is totally up to gNB configuration. 
· Even if the last hop is not reaching the same gap to the boundary as the first hop, this is not problematic at all, since the fundamental goal is just to extend the overall bandwidth of the positioning signals. Thus, the severity of such problem is not much.  
So in conclusion, such issue is not critical at all to be solved and can be controlled by gNB configuration, such there is no need to have special handling at all. 







Fig.1 illustration of the last hop issue.

Proposal: No special handling of the last hop overlap.

3 Conclusions
This contribution provides following proposals and/or observations:
Proposal: No special handling of the last hop overlap.

