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Introduction
RAN1#114bis agreed on R1-2310478. The LS concerns about the PFL combination that can be configured for positioning measurements. In the section to follow, the issue is discussed in detail.
Discussion
One of the agreements reached in RAN1#114bis elaborates on the PFL configuration when UE is configured to aggregate PRS resources in multiple PFLs for positioning measurements. The agreement in R1-2310478 is copied below for reference.
Agreement
Configuring up to two PFL combinations is supported (e.g., PFL1 aggregated with PFL2 and PFL3 aggregated with PFL4). 
· Send an LS to RAN4 (CC to RAN2 and RAN3) to inform them with the above agreement and specify corresponding requirements.
· Note: more than one combination are measured in TDMed manner.

RAN4#108bis discussed the core requirement for PRS/SRS aggregation and made the following agreement:
Measurement period requirement for PRS/SRS bandwidth aggregation
Agreements:
· RAN4 requirements does not need to include the number of groups of PFLs. The number of PFL groups can be larger than 1. This is based on the assistance data received from the LMF.
· Tmargin is needed. The value is FFS.

In our view the agreement from the last RAN4 meeting already considers the scenario highlighted by RAN1 in the LS and therefore no further discussion is needed in RAN4. Since the LS is sent for information purpose, reply LS is also not needed.
Observation 1: Agreement from the last meeting already considers the scenario highlighted by RAN1 in the LS.
Proposal 1: No further RAN4 action needed to address the issue highlighted in R1-2310478.
Proposal 2: Reply LS to R1-2310478 is not needed.

Summary
In this contribution RAN1 LS on PRS bandwidth aggregation is discussed. Following observation and proposals summarize the discussion presented in this paper.
Observation 1: Agreement from the last meeting already considers the scenario highlighted by RAN1 in the LS.
Proposal 1: No further RAN4 action needed to address the issue highlighted in R1-2310478.
Proposal 2: Reply LS to R1-2310478 is not needed.
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