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This document is for discussions on the draft CR for TS 38.202 draftCR_38202 NR_Pos_enh2 on corrections for expanded and improved NR positioning.
The first checkpoint is on November 28, UTC 13:00. 

Discussions

	Company
	Comments

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	We are fine to introduce the CR for positioning. A few comments

#0: Maybe the positioning WID should be revised to incorporate TS 38.202 as impacted specification.
#1: On the cover page, maybe it should be Cat. F instead of Cat. B. Better to ask MCC to check the procedure.
#2: On Table 6.3-4, we believe we should have two rows of E:
· One row should read E, which corresponds to shared SL PRS resource pool, where it refers to per subchannel.
· Another row should read , which corresponds to dedicated SL PRS resource pool, where N could be subject to UE capability.

	Intel
	Thanks to the Editor for capturing the necessary updates to 38.202 for SL positioning. 
To the comment from Huawei on capturing 38.202 in list of impacted specs in the WID, indeed, this would be done in a revised version of the WID we plan to submit to RAN #102.
The suggestion from Huawei regarding capturing SL PRS reception in separate rows for shared and dedicated SL PRS resource pools respectively sounds reasonable. 
However, for dedicated SL PRS resource pool, further clarifications would be necessary in defining number of simultaneous receptions of SL PRS. 
· First, it may be simpler to define the number of simultaneous SL PRS receptions within a dedicated SL PRS resource pool (analogous to a sub-channel for SL comms). 
· Then, definition of ‘’ in ‘’ may need further discussions currently we do not have an exact FG/component to capture maximum number of simultaneous SL PRS receptions (component #2 of FG 41-1-1 cannot be used directly for this purpose). 
Accordingly, a separate component, to capture “maximum number of SL PRS resources within a dedicated SL PRS resource pool that can be simultaneously received” may need to be added either to FG 41-1-1 or to FG 41-1-3. It may be better to revisit this issue in February. 

To the Editor’s comments regarding applicability of SL PRS Tx/Rx across multiple SL CCs, in our understanding, combination of SL CA and SL PRS transmission/reception is currently not agreed and best if left out for now. It can be added if combination of the features is agreed for support in Rel-18.

	FL response
	To Huawei, Hisilicon: Indeed it should be Cat. F, I ll fix it in the updated. 

To Huawei, HiSilicon, and Intel: Yes, makes sense to have 2 rows, one for dedicated and one for shared RP. For the dedicated RP, I can add an editor Note that finalizing the “N” may need further discussions. 

To Intel: With regards to SL CA and SL PRS Note 2, I can remove it for now, if this is the common understanding; looking forward to see if there are more comments/views from other companies.

	Intel2
	Thanks for the updates!
A few comments:
· We do not need to change Table 6.3-2 compared to the earlier version, i.e., for simultaneous Tx, it should be sufficient to just have a single row with ‘E’. 
· For Table 6.3-4, we would suggest to update the two new notes as below. Our understanding is that current candidate values for component 2 of FG 41-1-1 allow a UE to report capability of processing only a single SL PRS resource within a slot. Thus, we should have  instead of .
	Note 3:     Applicable for a shared SL PRS resource pool. Corresponds to simultaneous reception within one sub-channel.
Note 4:     Applicable for a dedicated SL PRS resource pool with . Corresponds to simultaneous reception within one dedicated SL PRS resource pool.




	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Thanks for the update.
We have a few more comments.
Comment 1: 
The CR cover sheet could be updated with the latest version; the Release box does not show Rel-18.
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Comment 2:
Other specs affected does not need to be ticked, since the change is standalone.
[image: ]

Comment 3: 
On table 6.3-2, we do not think  is correct, since on a single symbol for a dedicated resource pool, UE should not be able to transmit more than one SL-PRS, which is different from reception.
Our suggestion is

Table 6.3-2: Sidelink "Transmission Type" combinations
	Supported Combinations 
	Comment

	A
	Note 2

	B
	Note 2

	C
	Note 2

	E
	Note 4

	E
	Note 5

	 D
	Note 2

	B+C
	Note 2

	Note 1:	Depending on the UE capability, the UE may be able to perform simultaneous Uplink and Sidelink transmissions. If the simultaneous transmission of Sidelink and Uplink is beyond the UE capability, the one not prioritized can be dropped according to [TS 38.321.
Note 2:	Depending on the UE capability, the UE may be able to perform simultaneous sidelink communication transmissions of the same sidelink “Transmission Type” combinations across multiple SL carriers. 	Comment by Alexandros Manolakos: Whether "Note 2" applies for SL-PRS is unclear based on current agreements; i.e., whether a UE may be able to perform simultaneous sidelink transmissions of SL-PRS across multiple SL carriers
Note 3: 	Simultaneous transmissions over multiple SL carriers with one or more UL carriers is left up to UE implementation
Note 4:     Applicable for a shared SL PRS resource pool
Note 5:     Applicable for a dedicated SL PRS resource pool 



Comment 4:
A typo in Note 1 of Table 6.3.2 can be fixed by the way.
Note 1:	Depending on the UE capability, the UE may be able to perform simultaneous Uplink and Sidelink transmissions. If the simultaneous transmission of Sidelink and Uplink is beyond the UE capability, the one not prioritized can be dropped according to [TS 38.321].


	FL
	On Intel’s suggestion to add additional wording in the Note 3 and 4: Since there is no specific agreement on this, and due to the lack of responses from several companies, my suggestion is to keep a minimal wording for now on these notes, and finalize this discussion in the next meeting. 
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