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1	Introduction
The topic on CSSF was discussed during the RAN4 98-bis-e meeting without a conclusion. The current status is summarized in the WF [1] as shown below.
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This paper discusses the open issue listed above in the WF and provide our view.
2	Discussions
After analyzing the problem and all options, we think that we should not complicate the definition of CSSF just because of positioning. Sticking to R15 definition and make some extra clarifications sounds like the most reasonable and effective approach. As long as the MO on one PFL can be covered by the MG, the current CSSF definition is fine and we don’t see any new technical issue.
CSSF is derived in Rel-15 approach, and any PFL is counted as a candidate for a MG occasion as long as at least one PRS resource on that PFL is fully covered by the MGL excluding RF switching time. 
The other options have some drawbacks in our view. For instance, calculating multiple CSSF values would complicate UE implementation and might also cause misalignment.
3	Conclusion
Proposal 1: CSSF is derived in Rel-15 approach, and any PFL is counted as a candidate for a MG occasion as long as at least one PRS resource on that PFL is fully covered by the MGL excluding RF switching time.
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« Selection of one PFL in CSSF calculation

- Option 1(aC)
Selection ofthe one PRS frequency layer for messurement is up to UE implementation
For RRM frequency ayers, N intermediate CSSF values would be calculated, where N s the
number of PFLs and each intermediate CSSF value accauns for only ane of the PFLs.
FFS: The CSSF value for a RRM frequency layer could be the highest among the N intermediate
CSSF values or chosen depending on [which] PFL is being processed at the time.

~ Option 2a (vivo, Intel)

(CSSF should be defined on per MG occasion basis, ., anly one PRS frequency layer s counted
25 candidate for a MG occasion i at least one PRS resource occasion s fully covered by the MGL
excluding RF switching time.

Option 2b (HW, vivo, Nokia, Intel)

(CSSF s derived in Rel-15 approach, and any PFLis counted as a candidate for a MG occasion as

long as at least one PRS resource on that PFL s fully covered by the MGL excluding RF switching
tme

Option 3 (vivo)

‘Any PFLis counted as a candidate for a MG occasion as long a5 at least one PRS resource on
that PFLis ully covered by the MGL excluding RF switching time. Selection of the one PFL for
measurement for the MG occasion i up to UE implementation




