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1
Opening of the adhoc

2 
Approval of the agenda

R2-010226 Proposed Agenda for UP adhoc (Adhoc Chairman)

Mark Beckmann (Siemens) presented this document.

Decision: Agenda was agreed

3 
Incoming Liaison Statements

Liaison statements on R99

Incoming LS from RAN WG3

R2-010043
(R3-003164, to TSG-RAN WG2) Response to LS (R2-001867) on LCS support over Iub and Iur (TSG-RAN WG3)

Mark Beckmann (Siemens) presented this LS.

Decision: The LS was noted.

Liaison statements on R4

Incoming LS from RAN WG1

R2-010036
(R1-001486, to TSG-RAN WG2) LS on Physical layer aspects of the OTDOA-PE positioning method (TSG-RAN WG1)

Ammad Akram (Panasonic) presented this LS.

Decision: The LS was noted.

Incoming LS from SA WG2
R2-010066
(S2-002113, to TSG-RAN WG2) LS on Provision of Open Interfaces within the GERAN & UMTS for LCS Support (TSG-SA WG2 (via TSG-SA))

Kirk Burroughs (Qualcomm) presented this LS.

Discussion: The LS contained the WI which is supposed to be replaced by the one created during the LCS workshop.

Decision: The LS was noted.

4
Release '99 issues

CRs to 25.305

R2-010077 Proposed CR 040 to 25.305 on Correction to Assistance Data Delivery procedure (Siemens AG)

Mark Beckmann (Siemens AG) presented this CR.

Decision: The CR was agreed.

R2-010078 Proposed CR 041 to 25.305 on Clarification of assisted GPS related parameters (Siemens AG)

Mark Beckmann (Siemens AG) presented this CR.

Discussion: There were some minor editorial comments. It was decided to merge the Motorola and Siemens CR. It was also agreed that there was no need to come back to this document.

During the discussion it was mentioned that some of GPS parameters included in the RRC specification have no description at all and other a very long one. Therefore it was agreed, that the RRC specification should be checked and the descriptions of GPS related IEs should be moved into 25.305. Additionally a reference for a more detailed GPS parameter description should be added. Qualcomm kindly volunteered to provide a CR for next meeting.

Decision: With these changes, the CR was agreed. The update would be in R2-010228.

R2-010228 Proposed CR 041r1 to 25.305 on Clarification of assisted GPS related parameters (Siemens AG, Motorola)

Decision: The CR was agreed.

R2-010145 Proposed CR 042 to 25.305 on Clarification of paging initiation (Nokia)

Mikko Rinne (Nokia) presented this CR.

Decision: The CR was agreed.

R2-010148 Proposed CR 043 to 25.305 on Clarification of Integrity Monitor Function (Motorola)

Yilin Zhao (Motorola) presented this CR.

Discussion: Some editorial changes were needed. There was also a long discussion whether to have shall or should in the sentence “....the UE shall discard data associated with these satellites in its positioning calculation.”. Qualcomm was the only company that opposed the use of “shall”. They stated that it is an implementation detail how the UE handles this data. Motorola states that a more explicit description what to do with the data would reduce the possibility to get sued for not being able to provide an accurate position estimate in case of an emergency call and also would reduce implementation options. Finally it was decided to replace it with “....shall consider the data associated with these satellite as invalid” and merge it with the Siemens CR41.

Decision: With these changes, the CR was agreed. The CR would be merged with CR41. The update would be in R2-010228. Motorola requests to state in the minutes, that they still would prefer a stronger expression because of the reasons mentioned above.

5
Release 4 features

UE positioning enhancements

R2-010079 Proposal to remove the OTDOA positioning method based on SCH listening from TR 25.847 (Siemens AG)

Mark Beckmann (Siemens) presented this document.

Decision: The proposal was agreed. The proposed changes will be incorporated in the next version of TR 25.847.

R2-010080 Text proposal for TR 25.847: Impact of OTDOA IPDLs in TDD on the UTRAN interfaces (Siemens AG)

Mark Beckmann (Siemens) presented this document.

Decision: The proposal was agreed. The proposed changes will be incorporated in the next version of TR 25.847.

R2-010151 Inclusion of Time Aligned IPDL in TR 25.847 (Motorola)

Yilin Zhao (Motorola) presented this document.

Discussion: There was some confusion, since the CPICH was mentioned in the proposal to include Time Aligned IPDLs for TDD. Also some simulation results were requested to verify that there is an improvement by applying TA IPDLs. Motorola replied that there have been Simulation results presented for FDD already. Siemens stated that they would prefer to have simulations for TDD mode as well. Besides, Siemens raised some concerns about the capacity loss in neighbouring cells, since IPDLs have to be applied in these cells which last for whole slot. Additionally, because of the spacing between IPDLs and the necessity to have at least three measurements, the accuracy of this method was questioned when the UE is moving. Also it was stated that the channel that a UE is measuring on has to be quite strong and which channels could be used for this method.

Decision: The document was noted. Since there were too many open issues, the proposed text would not be included in TR 25.847.

R2-010227 Text proposal of TR 25.847 on OTDOA-PE method for Release 4 UP enhancements (Panasonic) 

Ammad Akram (Panasonic) presented this document.

Discussion: Panasonic stated that the OTDOA-PE method has some advantageous compared with the normal OTDOA IPDL method. Panasonic also stated that about 4 to 6 PEs are necessary per cell. It was not clear whether the PEs are configured for every Location Request or if there is a general configuration. Besides, the impact on the signalling and UE behaviour was not clear in case of handover. Also it was not clear on which channels the PEs are sending and what kind of codes they are using. Another open issue was the timing of the PE transmissions (RTD) and how the timing information is made available to the other network elements. 

Decision: The document was noted. Because of the number of open issues, the proposed text would not be included in TR 25.847

RNC/SMLC Open Interface

R2-010197
Proposed CR 044 to 25.305 [R4] on Support of open interface between A-GPS SMLC and SRNC (Qualcomm)

Kirk Burroughs (Qualcomm) presented this CR.

Discussion: The decision regarding the naming of the new interface between RNC and stand alone A-GPS SMLC was left to RAN WG3. Through all sections “A-GPS SMLC” should be replaced with “stand alone A-GPS SMLC” in order to clarify that the stand alone SMLC is for the A-GPS method only. Also in all sections where assistance data is transferred between RNC and stand alone A-GPS SMLC it should be clarified that this is GPS assistance data only. Additionally the following main changes were requested:

- editorial changes in the references

- interface in figure 5.1 should be shown as a dashed line and it should be stated that the dashed line means an optional interface. 

- functionality of broadcasting System Information should be moved from SRNC to CRNC and add a description of point-to-point provision of assistance data (Will be also done for R99 at the next meeting)

- additional description clarifying the “master/slave” relation between RNC and stand alone A-GPS SMLC.

- add additional description to section 6.7.5 in order to clarify that the interface is for A-GPS only.

- change figure 6.5 to show only UPAP protocol on “transport layer”, since transport layers are a RAN WG3 decision.

- state in the description of all message flows, that the information to be included in the messages are FFS.

- clarify, that first two messages in figure 6.6 are for both UE based and UE assisted and last two messages are for UE assisted A-GPS only.

- failure in case of location request should be indicated to RNC via “UPAP location failure” message

- failure in case of measurement request should be indicated to stand alone A-GPS SMLC via “UPAP Measurement failure” message.

- last two messages in figure 6.7 are not necessary

- failure in case of assistance data request should be indicate to RNC via “UPAP assistance data failure” message

- additional clarification when it should be used

- change “SRNC” to “CRNC” in figure 6.8

- section 7.3.1 needs to be changed because of introduced failure messages

- remove possibility to instigate a positioning attempt by stand alone A-GPS SMLC

- section 7.3.4 needs to be changes because of introduced failure messages

- clarify in figure 10.1 the difference between UE based and UE assisted

- Additional clarification that the stand alone A-GPS SMLC is optional

- remove the box about timing assistance

- replace “RNC or A-GPS SMLC” with network in section 10.6

- remove changes in the last sentence of bullet point 3

- Remove change in bullet point 4, 7 and 8

- Clarify in bullet point 5 that only A-GPS related data is given from RNC to stand alone A-GPS SMLC

Decision: An update is needed. The update would be in R2-010229. 

R2-010229
Proposed CR 044r1 to 25.305 [R4] on Support of open interface between A-GPS SMLC and SRNC (Qualcomm)

Decision: Further work needs to be done. Therefore the CR was not agreed, but represents the first outcome regarding the open interface WI and can be seen as a working assumption.

6
Any other business

The following draft CRs to 25.331 were discussed in the UP adhoc and a recommendation was given for each CR to the plenary.

R2-010125
Proposed draft CR to 25.331 on RRC UP changes (Ericsson)

Sven Fischer (Ericsson) presented this CR.

Discussion: Regarding the proposed changes to the GPS reference time, Qualcomm commented that with the proposed changes it would not be possible to send UTRAN reference time and GPS TOW assist at the same time. Ericsson stated that it is not necessary to send SFN in case sending GPS reference time and that GPS TOW assist does not necessarily has to be sent for UTRAN reference time. It was decided to leave the IE GPS reference time as it is but make SFN and GPS TOW rem usec IE optional.

Decision: With these changes the UP adhoc recommends to agree on the proposed changes that will be presented at the next RAN WG2 meeting.

R2-010149
Proposed draft CR to 25.331 on Broadcast Real-Time Integrity Information (Motorola)

Yilin Zhao (Motorola) presented this CR.

Discussion: It was doubted by Qualcomm, Ericsson and Siemens that there would be a need to broadcast this information, since the list of bad satellites would have to be conveyed for each location request in order to have always the correct information. Also, UEs would have to re-read the SIB whenever there is change of the bad satellites although no update of ephemeris and clock correction data is necessary.

Decision: The UP adhoc recommends not to agree on this CR. Motorola notes that they still see a need for this information being broadcast and there is no need to convey this information for each location request. 

R2-010150
Proposed draft CR to 25.331 on Streamline Ephemeris/Almanac Broadcast and Point-to-Point Messages (Motorola)

Yilin Zhao (Motorola) presented this CR.

Discussion: It was asked if the changes meant an increasing amount of data in the almanac data and navigational model IEs. Motorola stated that the amount of data is slightly more due to this alignment. Ericsson had concerns regarding backward compatibility, since the same information is also included in GSM. Qualcomm also stated that some of the data is already available through reference time.

Decision: The UP adhoc recommends not to agree on this CR.
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