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Introduction
RRM requirements for Rel-17 ePOS were discussed in RAN4#99-e, and the outcomes are captured in the WF [1]. In particular, one topic discussed is RAN4 specific enhancements, and related agreements are:
	· Impact on existing positioning and RRM requirements identified by RAN4 can be discussed without RAN1/2 input, according to the following WID objective:
· Discuss and specify new as well as the impact on the existing RAN4 requirements for positioning and other RRM measurements and corresponding procedures [RAN4]


In RAN4#99-e, some companies proposed to introduce new MGPs for positioning, which in our view is a RAN4 specific enhancements that do not fall in other objectives of the WI. In this paper we will provide our views on new MGP for positioning.
Discussion
In Rel-16, two new MGPs #24 and #25 were introduced for positioning, and the main considerations were that the time span of a resource occasion can be large, consideration that 
· It is aggregated duration of multiple PRS resources 
· Each PRS resource can span large in time with repetition and repetition gap
The two new MGPs are therefore defined with larger MGL of 10ms and 20ms respectively.  
In RAN4#99-e, some companies proposed to introduce new MGPs for positioning, with shorter MGRP or larger MGL. However we do not see a clear need to introduce new MGPs in Rel-17.
· MGRP: all the MGPs are applicable for PRS measurement, and the smallest MGRP is 20ms. We do not see it feasible to further reduce the MGRP considering the impact to data loss. Also, MGRP as small as 20ms is typically not the limiting factor in measurement time. Other enhancements such as reducing the sample number or MG-less measurement is more efficient for latency reduction.
· MGL: all the MGPs are applicable for PRS measurement, and the largest MGL is 20ms. We do not see the need to define larger MGL. It is noted that NW would typically transmit PRS in synchronized manner to avoid PRS interference and impacts to data resources, so the multiple PRS resources are more likely to be compressed rather than distributed. Also, RAN4 has agreed that a PRS resource is considered to be overlapping with MG if the minimum number of repetitions are included in MGL, and for typical PRS BWs the minimum number of repetitions is 1, which means the MGL does not necessarily need to cover all the configured repetitions of a resource. 
Based on above analysis, and also considering that the efforts for determining the exact MGPs and the applicability may not be small, we suggest that RAN4 does not introduce new MGPs for positioning in Rel-17.
Proposal: RAN4 does not introduce new MGPs for positioning in Rel-17.
Conclusions
In this paper we provided our views on new MGP for positioning.
Proposal: RAN4 does not introduce new MGPs for positioning in Rel-17.
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