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In RAN2#125, the following agreement is made on the measurement report for the bandwidth aggregation positioning.
	Agreements:
Stick to RAN1’s parameter list, and delete aggregated DL PRS resource ID in UE’s measurement report.


But after further consideration, we observed some issues as we discussed in the remaining of the contribution, if not include the PRS resource ID in the measurement report.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK7][bookmark: OLE_LINK8]2 Discussions
For R18 supported bandwidth aggregation positioning, UE can be configured with 2 or 3 PRS resource set aggregated across the 2 or 3 positioning frequency layers. As for which 2 or 3 PRS resource is aggregated, it is totally depend on UE. And from measurement aspect, even there is multiple PRS resource within one PRS resource set within the aggregated resource configuration, UE can only measure one PRS resource at one time point. 
Observation 1: Only one PRS resource within each aggregated PRS resource set is used upon performing measurement.
Based on above, we still think UE need to indicate the used PRS resource within each aggregated PRS resource set for joint measurement to LMF. Otherwise, the evaluation of the positioning is not accurate.
Proposal 1: The used PRS resource for measurement within each aggregated PRS resource set can be indicated to LMF within the measurement report. 
One may argue that this is based on RAN1 RRC parameter list, and RAN2 should first confirm RAN1. If there is real concern or inconsistent on this issue, it is suggested to further check with RAN1. And the draft LS can be found in the annex 1. 
Proposal 2: LS to RAN1 to ask them whether UE also need to indicate the used PRS resource for measurement within each aggregated PRS resource set when reporting the measurement results to LMF. 

3 Conclusions
In this contribution, we have discusses the LPP impact and potential solutions based on the RAN1 progress on band aggregation of DL-PRS.
Observation 1: Only one PRS resource within each aggregated PRS resource set is used upon performing measurement.
Proposal 1: The used PRS resource for measurement within each aggregated PRS resource set can be indicated to LMF within the measurement report. 
Proposal 2: LS to RAN1 to ask them whether UE also need to indicate the used PRS resource for measurement within each aggregated PRS resource set when reporting the measurement results to LMF. 
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Annex Draft LS to RAN1
1	Overall description
RAN2 has discussed the PRS bandwidth aggregation, and identify several questions that need to check with RAN1.
On bandwidth aggregation:
From RAN2 perspective, UE also need to indicate the used PRS resource for measurement within each PRS aggregated resource sets to LMF within the measurement report. However, there is not such indication within the RAN1 parameter list. So RAN2 would like to confirm with RAN1: 
Question 1: whether the PRS resource indication for each aggregated PRS resource set is needed or not for joint measurements when UE report the measurement results to LMF?
2	Actions
To RAN WG1
ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully request RAN1 to provide feedback to above questions.
3	Dates of next TSG RAN WG2 meetings
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #126	      20 May – 24 May 2024		               Japan


