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1 Introduction
According to the incoming LS from RAN4 [1], there are some agreements on using pre-configured MG for PRS measurement.

For PRS measurements within measurement gaps when a Pre-configured MG is provided by the network:
	· RAN4 considers that a Pre-configured MG that is not always ON (activated) as determined from the signalling provided by the network, or if no such signalling is provided (i.e. autonomous rules are applied to determine the status of the Pre-configured MG), is not sufficient to perform PRS measurements. 
· In the above scenario, the UE will inform the network that it is going to start/stop PRS measurements with the configured Pre-configured MG by initiating the existing LocationMeasurementIndication procedure. 



The contribution discusses the RAN2 impact on usage of pre-configured gap for PRS measurement, which is corresponding to the following FFS point. 
· FFS whether and how to capture the UE behavior on PRS measurements within measurement gaps when a Pre-configured MG is provided by the network (as indicated in RAN4 LS R4-2206789)

2 Discussion
The concpet of pre-configured MG is introudced in R17. The pre-configured MG is not always activated as legacy gap, and its activation status is determined based on implicit rule (UE autonomous mechanism) or explicit RRC signalling (NW-controlled mechanism). 

Our understanding from RAN4 LS [1] is that
· The pre-configured MG could also be used for PRS measurement
· However, the pre-configured MG is considered as not sufficient if it is “not always activated” or if its activation status is determined by autonomous rules.
· In this case, the UE reuse existing LocationMeasurementIndication procedure to inform NW. 

According to current procedure text from 38.331 5.5.6.2 (see below), the UE will trigger the sending of location measurement indication if  the UE consider current gap is not sufficient. 

------------------------------------------------------ 38.331 5.5.6.2 -------------------------------------------------
1>	if and only if upper layers indicate to start performing location measurements towards E-UTRA or NR or start subframe and slot timing detection towards E-UTRA, and the UE requires measurement gaps for these operations while measurement gaps are either not configured or not sufficient:
2>	if preconfigured measurement gaps are configured and the UE considers that at least one of the preconfigured gaps meets the measurement gap requirements:
Editor's Note: check if Reference for TS 38.133 on measurement gap requirements is needed.
3>	trigger the lower layers to initiate the measurement gap activation request using UL MAC CE as specified in TS 38.321 [6];
2> else:
3>	initiate the procedure to indicate start;
NOTE 1:	The UE verifies the measurement gap situation only upon receiving the indication from upper layers. If at this point in time sufficient gaps are available, the UE does not initiate the procedure. Unless it receives a new indication from upper layers, the UE is only allowed to further repeat the procedure in the same PCell once per frequency of the target RAT if the provided measurement gaps are insufficient.
1>	if and only if upper layers indicate to stop performing location measurements towards E-UTRA or NR or stop subframe and slot timing detection towards E-UTRA and preConfigGapID is not activated:
2>	initiate the procedure to indicate stop.
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

[bookmark: _Hlk101964662]So, the question is that whether the current SPEC implies that the UE should consider the “not always activated” pre-configured MG or pre-configured MG suing autonomous rules as “not sufficient” for PRS measurement. In our view, the current description in 5.5.6.2 is quite generic and it would be nature for UE to consider the mentioned cases as “not sufficient”. So, it would be acceptable for us if no change is done for this scenario. If something is needed, we suggest to have a NOTE in 5.5.6.2 to clarify that the UE should considers the “not always activated”  pre-configured gap or pre-configured MG using autonomous rules as “not sufficient” for PRS measurement.

Proposal 1: On using pre-configured MG for PRS measurement as indicated in RAN4 LS R4-2206789, RAN2 to take one of the following way forward:
· Option 1 – No RAN2 SPEC change
· Option 2 – Clarify in 38.331 5.5.6.2 with a NOTE that the UE considers the “not always activated” pre-configured MG or pre-configured MG using autonomous rules as “not sufficient” for PRS measurement.

3 Conclusions	
Base on the discussion in section 2, we propose the following: 

Proposal 1: On using pre-configured MG for PRS measurement as indicated in RAN4 LS R4-2206789, RAN2 to take one of the following way forward:
· Option 1 – No RAN2 SPEC change
· Option 2 – Clarify in 38.331 5.5.6.2 with a NOTE that the UE considers the “not always activated” pre-configured MG or pre-configured MG using autonomous rules as “not sufficient” for PRS measurement.
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