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Introduction
In the LS from RAN2 [1], RAN2 provided the progress on the on-demand PRS.
	During RAN2#114-e meeting, RAN2 discussed the support of on-demand PRS and made the following set of agreements:

	- The network can signal predefined PRS configurations to the UE and the UE can select one to request.  FFS if the UE can request a configuration with different parameters and exactly which parameters are flexible.
- Define a new LPP assistance data IE which can contain a set of possible on-demand DL-PRS configurations, where each on-demand DL-PRS configuration has an associated identifier. 
- This new LPP assistance data IE can be included in an LPP Provide Assistance Data message and/or a new posSIB.
- The procedure(s) for on-demand DL-PRS should support at least the following functionality (up to RAN3 what is in NRPPa vs. OAM, etc.):
· Providing the requested on-demand DL-PRS configuration information from an LMF to the gNB (e.g., explicit parameter or identifier of a predefined DL-PRS configuration), and confirmation of the request by the gNB
· Provision of (possible/allowed) on-demand DL-PRS configurations that the gNB can support from a gNB to an LMF
· TRP capability transfer (e.g., whether the RAN node supports the reconfiguration of DL-PRS, etc.)



In addition, RAN2 expects that RAN1 shall define and specify parameters for support of on-demand DL-PRS request as needed.

RAN1 is requested to define and provide the list of parameters for on-demand DL-PRS and inform RAN2 accordingly.



RAN2 requests RAN1 to take above information into account. In this paper, we are going to discuss our view with respect to the parameters for on-demand PRS.

Discussion
As discussed in our companion paper [2], we understand that there are two ways to do the on-demand PRS, either via configuration ID based approach or via direct parameter based approach. In this regard, RAN1 is only expected to work on the second one.
As for the parameters, we think that both UE-initiated case, and LMF-initiated case are subject to RAN1 investigation, although RAN3 may also provide their solutions via e.g. OAM instead of NRPPa.
Since the list of parameters is somehow like what we normally do for other Rel-17 features, i.e. by tabulating the higher layer parameters that are likely to have ASN.1 impact at the end of the WI, and sending the LS to RAN2 and RAN3 to let the respective working groups implement them in the ASN.1, we believe the straightforward way would be following that approach. From RAN1 perspective, we do not need to rush to have a full list of parameters only related to on-demand PRS, or have multiple rounds of LS to update it prior to the end of the RAN1 completion of the WI. In additional, we believe RAN2 discussion on on-demand PRS can still continue in parallel even without the list.

Conclusion
In summary, we have the following observation and proposal for reply to RAN2.
Observation: There is no need to rush to have a complete list of parameters for on-demand PRS sent to RAN2, since RAN2 discussion can still continue even without the list.
Proposal: Reply to RAN2 with the following.
It is RAN1 understanding that the parameter request is in parallel to the configuration ID-based approach that RAN2 already agreed. RAN1 will discuss the parameters that can be requested and include those parameters in the spreadsheet of the overall Rel-17 high layer parameters, for both UE-initiated case and LMF initiated case.
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