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1. Introduction
The agreements companies made in RAN2#113bis_e [1] is shown below:
Agreements:
UE-initiated on-demand PRS request is enabled by enhancing LPP RequestAssistanceData.  FFS how much control the network has over the UE request.
The UE-initiated mechanism is enabled by the UE request triggering a request from the LMF, and the actual PRS changes are requested by the LMF irrespective of whether the procedure is UE- or LMF-initiated.
Put the stage 2 description for UE-initiated and LMF-initiated PRS request under the same framework.
The intention of this contribution is to share some views on the on demand PRS.
2. Limitation of on demand PRS
The on demand PRS is triggered by PRS request information from either UE or LMF. And RAN2 has already made an agreement that:
Agreements:
The UE-initiated mechanism is enabled by the UE request triggering a request from the LMF, and the actual PRS changes are requested by the LMF irrespective of whether the procedure is UE- or LMF-initiated.
Based on our understanding, the agreement means that whether to deploy new PRS configuration depends on the LMF decision. In other words, the PRS configuration may not be changed after the UE sends the on demand PRS request to LMF. It is possible that UE may keep sending the on demand PRS request in a high frequency which causes low UE&NW efficiency if the current PRS does not fulfill its preference. 
Observation 1: Sending the on demand PRS request too frequently will cause low UE&NW efficiency.
------content in TS 23.273------
The AMF selects a new LMF if:
-	AMF determines that LMF identified by the LMF ID cannot be used; or
-	the LMF ID is not available in the UE location context; or
-	the LMF ID is not provided by the UE.
------content in TS 23.273------
In addition, based on current LMF selection mechanism in TS 23.273[2] shown above, different UEs, which camp in the same serving gNB, performing the positioning service at the same time may be handled by different LMFs. It is possible that a gNB may receive more than 1 on demand PRS configurations from different LMFs at the same time. What’s worse, when UE detects the PRS does not fulfill its preference, more on demand PRS requests may be sent to LMFs from different UEs, the NW efficiency may be much lower than usual.
From our point of view, it is valuable for RAN2 to discuss whether we need to limit the frequency of PRS request for both UE-initiated and LMF-initiated on demand PRS. 
Proposal 1: RAN2 shall limit the frequency of PRS request for both UE-initiated and LMF-initiated on demand PRS. Detail can be FFS.

Besides, it is obvious that AMF should perform the LMF selection before UE preforming a positioning service. AMF will select an appropriate LMF in different scenarios. In other words, UEs who camp in a same serving gNB may be allocated to different LMFs for positioning services at the same period. Hence, RAN2 shall consider how does the system handle the scenario described above.
Observation 2: It is clear that a gNB may receives multiple PRS re-configuration from different LMFs at the same period.
From our point of view, gNB can only re-configure the PRS of a TRP if all linked LMFs allow this re-configuration. Otherwise, the re-configured PRS may only fulfill the requirement of one specific positioning service and lower the measurement efficiency of other related ongoing positioning services. Detail requirement should be discussed after RAN2 receives the PRS related parameters from RAN1.
Proposal 2: A gNB shall re-configure the PRS configuration of a TRP if the new configuration fulfills the requirements of all LMFs connected to this gNB.
3. Conclusion and proposals
Observation 1: Sending the on demand PRS request too frequently will cause low UE&NW efficiency.
Observation 2: It is clear that a gNB may receives multiple PRS re-configuration from different LMFs at the same period.
Proposal 1: RAN2 shall limit the frequency of PRS request for both UE-initiated and LMF-initiated on demand PRS. Detail can be FFS.
Proposal 2: A gNB shall re-configure the PRS configuration of a TRP if the new configuration fulfills the requirements of all LMFs connected to this gNB.
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