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1
Introduction
At RAN3#65, three options were discussed concerning the retrieval of assistance data over LPPa.

Option A: The eSMLC collects the assistance data for every cell directly from each eNB via LPPa protocol;

Option B: The eSMLC receives the assistance data for every cell from Domain Manager/Network Manager;
Option C: The eSMLC requests the assistance data from the serving eNB via LPPa protocol while the serving eNB in turn collects the assistance data from neighbouring eNB-s over X2 interface.
The option B has been agreed to be there in any case.

It was also agreed that LPPa aspects for OTDOA will be specified on EUTRAN interfaces in release 9. This paper proposes to decide between the two candidate options A and C.
2
Discussion on the two Options 
Option A

The nature of the assistance data should not lead to frequent changes.

· hearability signalling data was defined by RAN1. It is assumed that it will be quite static. This includes PRS configuration, neighbour list definition, etc…,

· a second type of assistance data is the timing offsets of the eNBs, however the drifting should not lead to frequence offsets and it should be couple of hours or days, or even null if the network is synchronized,
· finally other assistance data could be change of NB almanach. However such changes should be rather infrequent. This could happen in case of a change of antenna tilt or orientation.

As a conclusion we believe option A would scale appropriately, if option B is not enough.

Option C
In this option the E-SMLC couples the radio network data sets with the positioning request. The procedure for acquiring the relevant positioning assistance data for a particular positioning request is combined with reporting of serving cell.
The serving eNB retrieves the data from its neighbours at each positioning request.
This option introduces more signalling in the network, in particular over the X2 interface. This signalling is incurred whereas the data may not have changed between neighbouring eNBs given the non frequent variations (see above).
By combining with the positioning request it also expose to scalability issue when the volume grows.
This option is therefore less appropriate.
Proposal 1: We propose to agree on option A for the transfer of assistance data over LPPa.
Besides, there are multiple ways of specifying option A. 
In [1], three alternatives of option A are provided.

· alternative 1: polling from E-SMLC,

· alternative 2: “push” from eNB,

· alternative 3: retrieval of assistance data at positioning request time.

Alternative 1 respects the master-slave model whereas alternative 3 may not meet the required response time.

We believe alternative 1 is the most appropriate.

Proposal 2: We prefer alternative 1 of option A.
3
Conclusion
This paper analyses the two options A and C which are candidate to specify over LPPa the assistance data transfer and concludes in favour of option A with a preference for alternative 1. The following two proposals are made:
Proposal 1: We propose to agree on option A for the transfer of assistance data over LPPa.

Proposal 2: We prefer alternative 1 of option A.
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