3GPP TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #66bis

R2-094099
Los Angeles, CA, USA, June 29 - July 3, 2009

Title:
LS on Architecture and work split for positioning in LTE
Source:
RAN2
To:
RAN3, SA2, CT1
Cc:
CT4
Contact Person:
Nathan Tenny (ntenny@qualcomm.com)


Attachments:
R2-094097
1. Overall Description:

RAN2 are pleased to inform RAN3 that RAN2 have taken a decision to use the “Alternative 2” protocol architecture for positioning in LTE.  The attached RAN2 document contains a text proposal for the corresponding updates to TS 36.305.
During the discussion, RAN2 felt that it would be reasonable for the LPP protocol to be defined in RAN2 and the LPPa protocol in RAN3.  With this approach in mind, RAN2 expect that there will be two separate TSs for the two protocols, each under the responsibility of the corresponding working group.  RAN2 assume that RAN3 will request and manage the stage 3 specification for LPPa.
Furthermore, RAN2 would like to have feedback from SA2 to help clarify some aspects of the attached document.
1. eNB function as a LCS client (See changes on section 5.1 and flow in Figure 5.1-1) 
With this function, the eNB is enabled to contact MME to request a location service as part of the “internal LCS” functionality.  It is not clear to RAN2 whether the GMLC needs to be involved in this procedure, e.g., for LCS client authentication.  RAN2 would like to understand whether this version of the specification captures this case correctly or if additional changes or clarifications would be required.

2. The necessity for the E-SMLC to notify its capability (e.g., supported positioning methods) towards the UE
RAN2 have discussed the possibility of allowing the UE to receive an indication of the E-SMLC’s capability.  It is assumed by some companies that this would be useful for MO-LR procedures and to help the UE in some additional cases such as requesting specific assistance data.  However, RAN2 would like to receive some feedback on whether SA2 consider such scenarios feasible and/or necessary.

3. The interworking between C-plane LCS and SUPL. (See changes in Annex B)
RAN2 has discussed on how SUPL would interwork with the specified C-plane based LCS, and Annex B was incorporated in TS 36.305 for information.  RAN2 would like to confirm whether the architecture and procedures indicated in this section are inline with SA2’s understanding.
Finally, as there is some possible impact on LCS-AP for the transport of LPPa as shown in section 6.5.1 of the attachment, RAN2 would like to call CT1’s attention to this aspect of the specification.  It is anticipated that further development of LPPa will take place in RAN3 as described above, and coordination between CT1 and RAN3 on this point may be necessary going forward. 

2. Actions:

To RAN3:
RAN2 kindly request RAN3 to take the agreed architecture into account and to begin work on the definition of LPPa.
To SA2:
RAN2 kindly request SA2 to take the agreed architecture into account and provide feedback on RAN2’s stage2 work, specifically on the three abovementioned points.

To CT1:
RAN2 kindly request CT1 to take into account the possible impact of LPPa on the LCS-AP protocol, and to indicate if they require further information from RAN2 or RAN3 for this work to progress.
3. Dates of Next RAN2 Meetings:

RAN2#67 
24-28 August 2009 
Shenzhen, China
RAN2#67bis
12-16 October 2009
Miyazaki, Japan
