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1. Overall Description:

In RAN2#119bis, RAN2 has agreed on the study of SRS positioning configuration for LPHAPwhere the configured SRS is applicable  across multiple cells

. When cell reselection happens between the configured multiple cells, the UE can keep the SRS configuration and continue the SRS transmission if the UE is under a positioning procedure. 
During the study, concerns have been raised on the potential issues in physical layer, such as interference, timing


 alignment,  changes of spatial relation, and which SRS parameters are valid across multiple cell
s, etc. 
2. Actions:

To RAN WG1
RAN2 kindly requests RAN1 to take the above information into account during the continued work for LPHAP and analyze whether  the SRS positioning configuration for LPHAP across multiple cells is feasible from RAN1’s perspective.

3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:

TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #120

14 – 18 November 2022

Toulouse FR
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #121

27 February – 3 March 2023

Athens GR
�The concept of validity area perhaps is not clear for RAN1/3. So it is better to illustrate the validity area as the concept of multi cells.





�Agree it is good to explain without using RAN2 terminology/solutions


�There is no TA issue in RAN2’s agreement.


�TA issue is valid since RAN1 needs to evaluate what TA can be used for SRS transmission upon cell change. This is also a key question on whether preconfigured SRS can work or not. Therefore we should keep it. 





In addition, the issue has been raised by Ericsson during the online discussion. 


�Suggest to keep the timing alignment in the LS, TA design is depend on RAN1’s solutions but also may have impact on RAN2’spec,e.g., TA maintenance/ validity. We may keep it to see the responses from RAN1 on TA issues for the validity area.


�Added this to reflect “about the validity of SRS parameters”. This was raised by Apple as “Apple think we could ask about which SRS parameters are valid across multiple cells.


”


�Validity area is a RAN2 concept related to pre-configured information so not sure if RAN1 can judge the feasibility of the validity area. Perhaps we can rephrase to request RAN1 to provide feedback on whether any of the SRS physical layer configuration parameters/procedures would be impacted if the validity area is introduced for SRS.





