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Introduction
RAN2#125 and RAN1#116 agreed to send LSs to RAN4. In the section to follow both LSs are discussed and their impact on RAN4 spec is analyzed.

Discussion
RAN2 LS on positioning MAC agreements
The LS in [1] outlines the following actions for RAN4:
To RAN1 and RAN4:
ACTION: 	RAN2 would like to ask RAN1 and RAN4 to take the two agreements regarding CA positioning into account:
· R17 RSRP-based TA validation for positioning SRS transmission in RRC_INACTIVE can be reused for positioning SRS bandwidth aggregation in RRC_INACTIVE.
· Different carriers in SRS bandwidth aggregation belong to the same TAG, for both RRC_CONNECTED and RRC_INACTIVE. No spec change is needed.

In line with the RAN2 agreement, the TA validation requirement defined in clause 5.6.6 of TS38.133 should apply to TA validation for SRS aggregation in RRC_INACTIVE state.

TA validation requirement in clause 5.6.6 of TS38.133 also applies to TA validation for SRS aggregation in RRC_INACTIVE state.

RAN1 LS on bandwidth used for RedCap positioning
RAN1#116 agreed on R1-2401801 with the agreement below [2]. 
Agreement from RAN1#116
For a RedCap UE receiving nr-DL-PRS-RxHoppingTotalBandwidth in location information request, clarify that for each DL-PRS resource, the RedCap UE performs PRS Rx frequency hopping to a bandwidth of min {the requested bandwidth in request location information, the configured DL-PRS bandwidth in the provided assistance data}.
· This clarification has no RAN1 specification impact, but may have impact to other specifications.
· Send an LS to RAN4 and RAN2 with this agreement.

The impacts of configured PRS BW and the total BW of all hops requested by the LMF to perform measurement on were already discussed in the last meeting, where the following agreement was made. This agreement (copied below for reference) already addresses the issue raised by RAN1.
Agreement from RAN4#110 [3]
· The minimum PRS BW expected to be measured with Rx hopping is given by

where
·  is determined by the min. among 1) the configured PRS BW, 2) UE capability (Component 1 of FG 41-5-1), and 3) total BW of all hops requested by LMF.
·  is the BW per hop signalled in the UE capability.
·  is the minimum hop overlap signalled in the UE capability.
·  is the number of Rx hops measured by the UE within a MG instance.

The impacts of configured PRS BW and the total BW of all hops requested by the LMF on the RedCap positioning core requirements were already concluded in RAN4#110.
 
No update is needed to RAN4#110 agreed minimum PRS bandwidth for RedCap positioning with Rx FH based on the RAN1 LS R1-2401801 [2]. Response to the LS is also not needed.

Summary
In this paper LSs received by RAN4 are discussed. The observations and proposals below summarize the discussion presented in this paper.

# RAN2 LS (R2-2401912) on positioning MAC agreements

1. TA validation requirement in clause 5.6.6 of TS38.133 also applies to TA validation for SRS aggregation in RRC_INACTIVE state.


# RAN1 LS (R1- 2401801) on bandwidth used for RedCap positioning
1. The impacts of configured PRS BW and the total BW of all hops requested by the LMF on the RedCap positioning core requirements were already concluded in RAN4#110.
 
No update is needed to RAN4#110 agreed minimum PRS bandwidth for RedCap positioning with Rx FH based on the RAN1 LS R1-2401801 [2]. Response to the LS is also not needed.

References
[1] R2-2401912, LS on positioning MAC agreements, RAN2.
[2] R1- 2401801, LS on the bandwidth used in measurements for positioning of RedCap UEs, RAN1.
[3] R4-2403529, WF on R18 NR positioning - RedCap positioning and bandwidth aggregation for positioning measurements, Ericsson.
4

