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1. Overall Description:
As a follow-up information on top of what already indicated in the previous LS in R2-2102055 on UE location aspects in NTN, RAN2 would like to inform RAN3, SA2, SA3, SA3-LI and CT1 that RAN2 will be discussing a solution to ensure that the CGI constructed by NG-RAN corresponds to a fixed geographical area with a size comparable with a TN cell with a radius of ~2km for both connected mode and during initial access. In other words, RAN2 intends to develop a solution, where the UE and/or the gNB would report the UE location to the core network, with a guaranteed accuracy of an area of ~2km radius (and no better than that).	Comment by Nokia: We do not think such discussion has actually already happened. We shall imply it will happen in the future, based on the feedback from other WGs.	Comment by ZTE2: Not sure this addition is ok. For now we agreed to work on a solution to allow the NG-RAN to construct the CGI, not to explicitly report the UE location to the core network (although there is some relation of course). So I really think we should undo this last change.  
[bookmark: _GoBack]This “~2km” is not to be understood as a recommended cell size for NTN, but rather as an achievable accuracy for initial UE location estimation for this particular use case. 
This was also further refined to clarify that the goal is that the fixed geographical area will be comparable with a TN cell with a radius of ~2km or more.	Comment by CATT: The original version looks better to clarify the goal in RAN2.	Comment by Qualcomm-Bharat: This sentence seems redundant now.	Comment by Nokia: Agree, can be removed.	Comment by mehmet izzet sağlam: Agree. This is redundant.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]Since the intention is to ensure this both in connected mode and during initial access, this will be applicable also before AS security is activated.	Comment by ZTE2: Agree this can be removed now

[bookmark: OLE_LINK3][bookmark: OLE_LINK4]	Comment by Qualcomm-Bharat: In this case, we prefer to specifically ask whether there is privacy concern.	Comment by ZTE2: Agree this should be moved the Action section	Comment by mehmet izzet sağlam: Yes, this should be moved the Action section.	Comment by CATT: Agree to move it to the Action section.

2. Actions:
To SA WG3
ACTION:   RAN2 would like to ask SA3 whether there is privacy concern if a UE reports the location information to NG-RAN with ~2km radius accuracy before AS security is established, e.g. during initial access.	Comment by Huawei: This wording is in line with the sentence in description part.	Comment by CATT: Specify the NG-RAN node without confusion to SA3.	Comment by ZTE2: We need to add "radius" here, or turn this into an area value.
To RAN WG3, SA WG2, SA WG3, SA WG3-LI and CT WG1	Comment by Nokia: A separate action should be added for SA3, regarding the question we have listed above.	Comment by CATT: SA3 also needs to take the above information (the CGI constructed) into account. So prefer to keep SA3 here.
ACTION: 	RAN2 kindly asks the above groups to take the above information into account and provide any feedback if needed.

3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:
3GPP RAN2#115-e		16th – 27th August 2021			Electronic Meeting
3GPP RAN2#116-e 		1st – 12th November 2021			Electronic Meeting

