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1 Introduction
Summary of offline disc
CB: # NTN2_LocationVerification
- Any RAN3 impact based on the updated WID?
- Reply LS on latency impact of network verified UE location?
- Capture agreements and provide TPs if agreeable
(Moderator - HW)

Summary of offline disc
For the first round discussion, please provide your comments before 2:00 AM, UTC, 21st April, Friday.

2 For the Chairman’s Notes

To be agreed:

To be continue:

3 Discussion

3.1 Verification procedure be run independently from other services
In the last meeting, RAN3 received an LS in [1]. where, SA2 stated that the location verification is started after an initiating NAS procedure has been completed and it would then run in parallel with any other UE related activity. However, in [2], it has observed that at initial network attach by the UE,  no services can be provided to the NTN UE until its location has been verified by the AMF. Furthermore, in [3], two issues were raised for allowing the verification procedure to be run in parallel with the some services; which are UE may be engaged in illegal activities and UE may escape the verification. Therefore, it is proposed to advice the decision of SA2.
Q1-1: Do you acknowledge that no services can be provided to the NTN UE until its location has been verified at initial network attach?
Q1-2: Do you acknowledge that many other services if not all, e.g, mobility, etc, should also not be provided to the NTN UE until its location has been verified?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	Huawei
	Yes to Both
	Please see the analysis in [2] and [3], if we allow location verification to be done in parallel with any other UE related activities, there can be huge security risks.  
We also do assume that after the first attach, the UE is in good location and no immediate action is required by RAN e.g. cross border check etc …. 

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


	Moderator’s Summary  :




Q2: Do you agree to send a LS to SA2 and RAN2 to clarify RAN3’s understanding e.g. LS in [2]?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	Huawei
	Yes
	The LS attached in [2] can be a starting point. RAN should be aware if “UE location is secured or not” after the first attach.   
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3.2 OAM requirements for UE location verification
In [4], the positioning architecture aspects to support the UE location verification has been discussed, and it has been observed that in NTN the TRP information e.g. NR PCR, NCGI, ARFCN, Geographical Coordinates may change with time. As a result, it has been proposed that the ephemeris information of the satellites as well as the association between the satellite and TRP should be configured to LMF via OAM.
Q3: Do you agree the following:

· Ephemeris information related to NTN should be configured to the LMF via OAM 
· Association between the satellite and TRP should be configured to LMF via OAM
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	Huawei
	Yes
	Both are correct 
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Please answer the following two questions

Q4: Do you agree to endorse as BL CR the CR to TS 38.305 provided in [5]
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	Huawei
	Yes
	Both are correct 
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Q5: Two options are given in [6], trying to capture the understanding in Q5. Do you agree with the TP to 38.300 in [6], which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	Huawei
	Yes, Option 1
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Q6: Do you agree to send a LS to SA5, as drafted in [7], to clarify the requirement from OAM?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	Huawei
	Yes
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