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1 Introduction

This is Summary of offline discussion on:
CB: # 54_Pos_GNSSintegrity
(HW - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-212694
The intention is to close this CB by the first online discussion 19th Wednesday May

Please provide your feedback by 19th Wednesday May 8h00 UTC (10h00 CEST)
2 For the Chairman’s Notes (TBC)
Propose the following:
R3-20xxxa, R3-20xxxc merged

R3-20xxxc rev [in xxxg] – agreed

R3-20xxxd rev [in xxxh] – agreed

R3-20xxxe rev [in xxxi] – agreed

R3-20xxxf rev [in xxxj] – endorsed

Propose to capture the following:

Agreement text…
Agreement text…

WA: carefully crafted text…

Issue 1: no consensus

Issue 2: issue is acknowledged; need to further check the impact on the gNB-CU. May be possible to address with a pure st2 change. To be continued…
3 Discussion 
3.1 Integrity KPIs
The integrity KPIs are the Target Integrity Risk (TIR), the Alert Limit (AL), the Time-to-Alert (TTA) and the Integrity Availability. The integrity KPIs define the LCS service requirements and thus should be included as the LCS QoS information in the UE location service request procedures [1].
Question #1: Please confirm the above understanding on the integrity KPIs, if not elaborate alternative view. Should RAN3 rely on internal company coordination or LS to RAN2 (cc CT4 and CT4) to express that the LCS QoS information should be included in the UE location service request procedures?
	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Same understanding as [1]
Slight preference on LS to RAN2, considering RAN2 did not make it yet.

	
	

	
	


3.2 Next step
Question #2: Should RAN3 wait for RAN2 agreements on the support of positioning integrity before re-start discussion when required by RAN2?
	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Yes

	
	

	
	


4 Conclusion, Recommendations [TBC]
If needed
5 References
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