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1. Overall Description:
RAN2 has discussed the issue ofn the support of aperiodic SRS. From RAN2 perspective, the RAN2 RRC signalling can currently configure UE with aperiodic SRS for positioning, but RAN2 would like to check with RAN3 if it is feasible to complete the work on aperiodic SRS from RAN3 NRPPa perspective.

RAN2 also discussed the support of semi-persistent SRS, and concluded the following:
Agreements:
The Activation/Deactivation of the SP SRS is recommended by LMF to gNB; and the activation/deactivation MAC CE is sent by gNB to UE (no stage 3 impact for RAN2).
Leave the design of NRPPa message for SRS triggering to RAN3 while capture the purpose and content of the message at stage 2 level in RAN2.

that the Activation/Deactivation of the SP SRS is recommended by LMF to gNB; and the activation/deactivation MAC CE is sent by gNB to UE. Then NRPPa signalling for SRS triggering is needed. 	Comment by OPPO (Qianxi): This part can be saved to avoid further debate, if we simply copy the agreement	Comment by Ericsson: Agree. It is good to have the agreement there.	Comment by Intel: Let’s simply remove this part, and only refer to agreements. 

In addition, RAN2 discussed the spatial relation of SRS, and agreed the following:
Agreements:
Spatial relation of SRS is recommended by the LMF and decided by the gNB.  It is up to gNB implementation whether to follow the LMF recommendation.  The gNB informs the LMF of its decision.	Comment by Ericsson: We do not need this word I think; without this also it is clear.	Comment by Intel: Let’s follow agreements. 
UE does not report RSRP of DL-PRS in RRC procedures for SRS configuration.
 Keep the current SSB configuration for the DL-only positioning in the LPP message. 
Keep the current configuration of SSB in RRC for UL-only positioning. This means that the RRC configuration can carry the full SSB configuration or SSB index and PCI.
For the assistance information in NRPPa for SSB configuration for UL-only positioning, it should include both TF configuration and SSB index in the NRPPa message.

RAN2 understand that the design of NRPPa message is needed to realize for SRS triggering above agreementsand assistance information for SSB configuration should be done in RAN3, and therefore respectfully ask RAN3 to take RAN2 agreements into account in their further work.	Comment by Intel: CATT, SRS triggering, recommendation of spatial relation of SRS and assistance information for SSB configuration for UL-only positioning should be indicated to RAN3, according to the meeting notes by chair.	Comment by Intel: [Yi] I think it can be reflected by agreements, we do not need to describe NRPPa impact one by one. 	Comment by OPPO (Qianxi): Not only this one, but also the activation/deactivation, so we suggest to remove this part, in order to cover both.	Comment by Ericsson: Right. Better to just refer to above agreements.
 	Comment by Intel: Ok, let’s refer to agreements. RAN3 can know what shall be done in NRPPa based on RAN2 agreements. 	Comment by Yinghaoguo (Huawei Wireless): This is not needed since it is already covered by the “Action” part.	Comment by Intel: [Yi] I feel it would be good to keep it, otherwise looks like the sentence is not complete. 

2. Actions:
To RAN3:
ACTION 1:
RAN2 respectfully ask RAN3 if it is feasible to complete the work on aperiodic SRS from RAN3 perspective, and feedback if any;
ACTION 2:
RAN2 respectfully ask RAN3 to take into account corresponding agreements made by RAN2 in their further work. 	Comment by Apple: I think we have agreements on the aspect other than SSB for RAN3 consideration, such as “Leave the design of NRPPa message for SRS triggering to RAN3”. So it is not proper to limit the action only to SSB. 	Comment by Intel: [Yi] Agreed, and got it back. 

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG2 Meetings:
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