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1. Overall Description:

SA2 thanks RAN3 for their LS. SA2 would like to inform RAN2 and RAN3 that a CR was agreed on this subject in SA2 meeting #37 and can be found in S2-040457 and is attached. Proposal 2 detailed in R3-040176 was adopted. 

Further to Proposal 1, SA2 do not see the need to signal Alternative LCS QoS levels as it is the intention to use the newly introduced LCS QoS Class to determine what kind of “level” the accuracy signifies. For example, with LCS QoS Class = Assured, the signalled accuracy signifies the “bottom line” accuracy (referring to R3-040176). In contrast for LCS QoS Class = Best Effort, the signalled accuracy determines a guideline for which the RAN should attempt to obtain a location. Given the SA2 agreed CR in S2-040457, when the RAN returns a location estimate including the flag signifying that a location estimate did not satisfy the original requirements, the GMLC can then determine with the aid of the LCS QoS Class how to handle the location estimate.

In answer to the question relating to Proposal 2, SA2 sees that the problem with the “GMLC may not be able to evaluate what is the exact accuracy (i.e. in meters) from the returned shape, uncertainty and potential confidence” is a valid problem. This is because the GMLC is unaware of the radio access technology that was used to position the UE and also of the manufacturer of the RAN entities in use. The differences may lead to differences in the algorithms used to calculate the uncertainty and confidence and therefore if the decision is left to the GMLC, the decision may not be a true reflection of the situation. As it was seen that proposal 2 solved this problem, the proposal  was adopted.
2. Actions:

To RAN2 and RAN3 groups.

ACTION: 
SA2 kindly asks RAN2 and RAN3 groups to take note of the decision taken by SA2 and to make appropriate changes to the relevant specifications.

3. Date of Next TSG-SA2 Meetings:

TSG-SA2 Meeting #39 
19th – 23th April 2004
Shenzhen, China.

TSG-SA2 Meeting #40
17th – 21th May 2004
Sophia Antipolis, France

