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1 Introduction

	CB: # 1904_Pos_LatencyImprovement
- Any other enhancements for latency improvements?

(HW - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-215879


It is propose to the response time IE where [1] and  [2] have different view and check other proposal
Please provide your feedback by 4th Friday afternoon 14h00 UTC, pending to responses, the moderator will propose a resolution by online session of 8th Monday.

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 xxx. May be possible to address with a pure st2 change. To be continued…
3 Discussion [if needed]
3.1 Time T delivery 
In [2] it is propose that, Time T does not need to be delivered to RAN or UE. It can be sent during LCS procedures. This is up to SA2.
Q3-1-1: The companies are invited to express view on proposal, and clarify RAN3 impact if any.
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.2 Response time encoding
They are several proposal on encoding the Response time IE. 

In [1], it is propose to set the value of the Time IE to be integer from 1 to 128 and the Time Unit IE can have multiple choice including ten-seconds, seconds and ten-milli-seconds
In [2] it is propose to include in the Response time some simple positioning latency and accuracy metrics to gNB. The periodicity existing in NRPPa can be re-used.
Q3-2-1: The companies are invited to express view on proposal, whether on encoding is preferred or merged of the 2 proposals, etc...
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.3 Correction in procedural text clause 8.5.1.2
In [1] it is propose to use “shall, if supported” in the procedural text in clause 8.5.1.2.

Q3-3-1: The companies are invited to express view on proposal, should it be agreed?
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.4 Measurement Amount

In [1] it is propose to include a Measurement Amount IE along with the Measurement Periodicity IE in the NRPPa Measurement Request message for the case of periodic reporting is required.
Q3-4-1: The companies are invited to express view on proposal, should it be agreed?
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


4 Conclusion, Recommendations [TBC]
If needed
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