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1. Overall Description:

RAN WG2 thanks T WG1 for their Liaison R2-012458 (T1-010389) on UE positioning aspects. RAN WG2 has discussed the questions indicated in the LS and would like to provide the following answers:

T WG1 asked:

1a) 
Should further tests be defined to test the Measurement Control and Report signaling for UE Positioning measurement as well?

RAN WG2 is of the opinion that similar to other measurements like inter- and intra-frequency measurements, there should be also tests defined for UE positioning measurements.

1b) 
If so, what is the prioritisation of the RRC states (or state transitions) to be addressed (CELL_DCH, CELL_FACH, etc.)?


During RAN WG2 meeting #25, it was decided to extend the availability of UE positioning measurements to all connected mode states. RAN WG2 believes that all RRC states where UE positioning measurements may be performed have to be considered. However, if T WG1 needs to prioritise parts of the work on UE positioning aspects, RAN WG2 proposes to address CELL_DCH first, since UE positioning in RRC CELL_DCH state is needed for emergency calls.

2)
For some of the A-GPS test scenarios presented, it is suggested that the System Simulator should provide the relationship between GPS Time-of-Week (TOW) and the frame timing (SFN) of the reference cell to the UE via RRC Measurement Control message.  In these scenarios, what is the appropriate level of actual GPS_TOW/SFN alignment that should be provided to the UE?  Should the test environment assume some ideal level of synchronization (several microseconds or less)?  Alternatively, should a more asynchronous case be considered where the relationship between GPS_TOW and the frame timing of the reference cell (SFN) is known only to within tens of milliseconds or more?

For A-GPS, there is no requirement for the UTRAN to provide the GPS_TOW/SFN alignment to the UE with any particular level of accuracy. The UTRAN may simply indicate that the uncertainty of the provided GPS_TOW/SFN alignment is “less than 10ms” or “more than 10ms”.  Since a UE that is able to cope with a GPS_TOW/SFN alignment with an uncertainty of  more than ten milliseconds will also be able to cope with an uncertainty of less than ten milliseconds, RAN WG2 suggests to consider an uncertainty of more than ten milliseconds of the GPS_TOW/SFN alignment only.

2. Actions:

-
3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:

RAN2_26
7 – 11 January 2002
Sophia Antipolis, France.

RAN2_27
18 – 22 February 2002
Orlando, FL, USA.

