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1 Introduction

This is report chairman report of two A-GPS AdHoc sessions held during RAN WG4#29 meeting in San Diego. 

In the first session the document R4-031082 was discussed, as tasked by RAN WG4 chair. In the later session input documents were discussed based on the R4-031082.

2 Discussion

R4-031082
New TS, AGPS performance requirements (Nortel, Siemens, Nokia, Motorola)

There was lively discussion on the purpose of A-GPS minimum performance, and the structure of the document. Comments were raised on the used channel models and test limits in the different test cases. In general comments regarding the structure were few, suggesting including an introduction part into section 4 describing briefly the structure of following sections and relevant performance aspects addressed in this document. This was agreed, however it was felt better to fill this part as other parts has more stabilized content. 

During the review of the document it was agreed to put numbers into square brackets, and their justification would be further addresses in next meetings. 

There was also a request from “3” to consider this document further.

Edgar Fernandes/Motorola kept a record of the comments made in content during the review. This document is found in R4-0311xx which will be sent to RAN4 reflector. 
It was proposed to set-up a A-GPS email ad-hoc group similar to the HSDPA ad-hoc group using the initial list of attendees. As usual this is open to all members of RAN4 to participate.  
R4-031139
Proposed objective and way forward on AGPS (ATT)

AWS remarked that these agreed objectives by operators, and there seems to be general consensus on the objectives reflected in this document:

1. Define a minimum performance specification based on mature and achievable A-GPS technology to limit the inconsistency of a UE location performance in an operational environment, which is caused by different implementations from various UE vendors 

a. Comment was raised what was meant by operational environments. It was clarified meaning few different environments the receiver maybe used. 

b. It was noted  that an operational environment and a simplified test set up can sometimes give the same results, it is sometimes not necessary to increase the complexity of the test conditions to follow a realistic scenario in order to achieve the same results.

2. The test cases and scenarios shall cover typical operational conditions of an A-GPS receiver to prevent significant performance inconsistency from different UE vendors after a UE has passed the defined test cases.

a. Point 2 is controversial, it couldn't be agreed what "typical" operational conditions are. AWS agreed to change the wording from "typical operational conditions" to "variety of operational conditions". This was accepted.
3. Single performance class is preferred. However, multiple classes could be considered if the UE performance from different vendors can not be converged into one class that represents current A-GPS technology maturity. 

R4-031142
AGPS performance specification - talking points and next steps (SiRF Technology)

Document was briefly presented and discussed: Nokia noted that sometimes the typical realistic scenarios are not appropriate to set minimum performance requirements, since they do not necessarily stress the receiver performance.

The document was noted, and it was felt useful to keep in mind on further discussion on performance issues.

R4-031144
New TS, AGPS performance requirements (Philips)

The body of this is from is document was R4—31182, where Philips added notes and comment. The document was not treated due lack of this time. 

3 Closing the meeting

The meeting was closed at 19:00..

