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Outcome
Core aspects (WI code: ePOS_GERAN-Core) (agenda item 1)
Technical input (agenda item 1.1)
	Inclusion of cell re-selection report in the page response
Source Ericsson LM  presented by Mr. Nicklas Johansson
Summary:  This paper as has performed a more in depth analysis of the paging for positioning procedure and proposes that the MS also includes a cell re-selection report in the paging response. 
Discussion/outcome: Nokia asked for clarification which information is included in the cell re-selection report. Ericsson clarified that it is the cell ID or index to cell. Nokia then raised the concern that to include the Cell ID would require the MS to read system info, it would probably be better to include ARFCN and BSIC. Nokia also asked what to include if the page didn’t trigger measurements for cell re-selection, i.e., the MS has recently performed measurements for cell re-selection.  Ericsson clarified that in that case it would still be beneficial to include the report since even if the report is a few tenths of a seconds old it is much better than no report. 
Nokia also commented that the main benefit for including the “cell re-selection” report would in fact not be increased positioning accuracy but rather reduction in RRLP message size. An inconclusive discussion followed after which Nokia requested updates to the paper addressing possible benefits.  
  
The paper was noted.


	On Interaction of the MTA Positioning Procedure with Data Transmission

Source Nokia  presented by  Mr.  Srinivasan Selvaganapathy

Summary:    This paper analyses the signaling procedure for the MTA method related to further normative changes for handling the user data transmission triggered by the MS or the network during the MTA positioning procedure.
Discussion/outcome:  Ericsson commented on observation 1:  If and uplink LLC PDU is received when MPM timer is running then the MS has decided e.g. to send an exception report. Maybe simplest just to abort the MTA procedure.  Keep it simple – no need to introduce a complicated set of rules to determine the actions in BSS, SMLC, MS etc.  Nokia replied that one alternative is to abort the procedure wherein the BSC notifies the SMLC and the SMLC tries to estimate the position with the information that it already has received. Ericsson then commented it is better to keep it simple and simply abort (from a BSC perspective). Nokia agreed. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Ericsson then further commented regarding observation 2 that it is only for the RLC data block method as there are not sufficient spare bits for the other methods. Nokia then commented that it could also be used for EAB as well – there are spare bits.  Ericsson then commented that in the CRs submitted to the telco there are no spare bits. Nokia then commented that it needs to be looked at but at least it can be introduced for the RLC data block method. A principal agreement was reached to go forward with a solution wherein the MS indicates the Last Multilateration Attempt.
The paper was noted




Normative work (agenda item 1.2)

	Draft CR 44.031 Introduction to Multilateration
Source Ericsson LM presented by Mr. John Diachina
Summary:  This draft CR is in update of the CR presented in Athens. 
Discussion/outcome:  Nokia provided as set of comments. The first one was related to the figure in section 2.6 no need to have the complete signalling diagram. It should be focused on the RRLP part.  Ericsson agreed. The second comment was on the sentence just before table 4.8.a. The line says if PEO is enabled in each of the cell. Do we really need to have the neighbour cells PEO enabled or is it sufficient that MTA is enabled.  It should be sufficient that the neighbour cell supports MTA. From the MS perspective it only has to check the MTA bit map. There was some discussion but eventually Ericsson agreed. The third comment was that there should be a cell set indicating cells co-sited with the serving cell that the MS should avoid, like a black-list. Ericsson agreed that this should be included. The fourth comment was on the ASN1 definition, the access burst method. The short ID should be for each of the cells – not a single one for all cells.  After some discussion Ericsson agreed. The fifth comment was on the EC-RACH control parameter. It should consider the Rel-14 content- it needs to know if CC5 is supported or not as well as if the cell uses the 2 TS mapping.  
Nokia promised to send comments in a word file. 
The draft CR was noted





	Draft CR 44.031 Introduction of Multilateration OTD
Source Nokia  presented by Mr.  Srinivasan Selvaganapathy
Summary:  This draft CR is an update of the CR presented in Athens. 

Discussion/outcome: Ericsson commented that the CR looks good but that some rewording would be helpful for better understanding. Ericsson promised to send some comments via mail. Furthermore, as part the ASN.1 convention new elements should start with a lower case letter.  OTD Measurement report not defined, needs to be added. 

The draft CR was noted.  



	Draft CR 44.018 Introduction to Multilateration
Source Ericsson, the document was not presented. Focus was on comments. 
 
Summary:  This draft CR is an update of the CRs presented in Athens.

Discussion/outcome:  Nokia provided some comments. The first one was in section 3.5.2 the last change “in which case it send an EGPRS multilateration Request indicating page response due to positioning” there we have indicated another exception is when the MS has enabled PEO. Here the cells also needs to support MTA.  Ericsson agreed. The second comment was section 3.5.2.1.2, the last line, it proceeds with packet access without checking the implicit reject. It should be also without checking the PEO change mark. The third comment is in 3.5.2.1.2 in the PEO enabled paragraph, here also the Extended Access Burst is missing. Ericsson agreed, this impacts a number of places. It will be checked. The final comment is in 3.11.5, regarding the Short BSS ID, the serving cells will have this mapping table. It need not to be sent to the MSC.  

Nokia promised to send comments in a word file via mail. 
The draft CR was noted. 



	Draft CR 44.060 Introduction to Multilateration
Source Ericsson, the document was not presented. Focus was on comments. 
 
Summary:  This draft CR is an update of the CRs presented in Athens.

Discussion/outcome:  There were no comments.  

The draft CR was noted.



	Draft CR 48.018 Introduction of PS domain transport for Multilateration Timing Advance information transfer
Source Ericsson, the document was not presented. Focus was on comments. 
 
Summary:  This draft CR is exactly the same as the CR presented in Athens.

Discussion/outcome: There were no comments on this draft CR. Nokia asked if the stage 2 specification will be updated as well. 
The paper was noted



	Draft CR 24.008 Introduction to Multilateration
Source Ericsson, the document ws briefly presented by Dr. Nicklas Johanssson.  
 
Summary:  This draft CR is an update of the CR presented in Athens. MSRAC IE updated to include the MS Sync Accuracy. 

Discussion/outcome: There were no comments on this draft CR. 

The draft CR was noted



	Draft CR 49.031 Introduction to Multilateration
Source Ericsson, the document was not presented. Focus was on comments.  
 
Summary:  This draft CR is an update of the CR presented in Athens. 

Discussion/outcome: Nokia commented that in section 9.1.17, there was a wording change. What is the reason for this rewording? Any particular reason. What is the difference between the last and the most recently?  Ericsson responded that rewording was made to make the sentence clearer.  Some discussion took place on how and when the TA value is forwarded to the SMLC. BSS sends it to the SMLC if available. The TA value is passed up to the SGSN for the case that the page response is sent to another BSS. If sent to the serving BSS there is a context. The discussion concluded that no need to talk about page response here. It is just confusing, simply add a reference to 48.018 to explain how the BSS got the TA value. 

The draft CR was noted



	Draft CR 48.018 Introduction to Multilateration
Source Ericsson, the document was not presented. Focus was on comments.  
 
Summary:  This draft CR is an update of the CR presented in Athens. 

Discussion/outcome: Nokia had one comment on 8b.1 an exception case …. It is not only MTA. It should be for MOTD? Ericsson agreed to include that into the CR. Nokia agreed to send comments offline. 
The draft CR was noted. 



	Draft CR 48.008 Introduction to Multilateration
Source Ericsson, the document was not presented. Focus was on comments.  
 
Summary:  This draft CR is an update of the CR presented in Athens. 

Discussion/outcome: Nokia has two small comments. There is a reference error in section 3.2.2.69, the reference should be 137 and not 134. The second comment was on the container size in the short MS ID, mismatch between bits in octet 4 and the three-bit description. Another comment on the same section, there has been an addition maybe that can be explained.  Ericsson explained that it means that it was part of the assistance information.  Ericsson agreed to clarify the sentence. 

The draft CR was noted




Performance aspects (WI code: ePOS_GERAN-Perf) (agenda item 2)
Technical input (agenda item 2.1)
	Receiver Performance for Extended Access Burst
Source Nokia presented by Mr. Juergen Hofmann
Summary:   This contribution presents preliminary performance requirements for the Extended Access Burst for sensitivity, co-channel interference and adjacent channel interference scenarios in section 2. 

Discussion/outcome: Ericsson commented that the performance is worse than previously reported. Based on the presented performance it can be questioned if the performance is good enough for positioning. Nokia commented that these requirements are based on initial assessments and that additional simulations will be performed for the upcoming meeting.  Nokia asked if Ericsson planned to contribute with performance requirements for the EAB. Ericsson replied that they had no intention to do so. 
The paper was noted. 



Normative work (agenda item 2.2)

	Draft CR 51.021 Introduction to Multilateration
Source Ericsson LM presented by Dr. Nicklas Johansson
Summary:  This draft CR covers changes to 51.021. 
Discussion/outcome:  Nokia provided some editorial comments as well as comments that this is not a precise test procedure and that it needs more details. Nokia also think that the 90th percentile of the estimated error CDF fits better to the core specification than to the test specification.  Ericsson thanked for the comments and would take the comments into accoutn when updating the CR.
The draft CR was noted.



	Draft CR 45.010 Introduction to Multilateration
Source Ericsson, the document was not presented. There was no time left. 
 
Summary:  This draft CR is an update of the CR presented in Athens. 

Discussion/outcome:  Nokia agreed to send comments offline

The draft CR was noted.

	Draft CR 45.010 Introduction of Multilateration OTD
Source Nokia  presented by  Mr.  Juergen Hofmann 

Summary:  This draft CR covers MOTD related changes to 45.010.
Discussion/outcome: Ericsson asked if MOTD only is applicable to PEO and EC-GSM or for all devices, is it mentioned anywhere?  Nokia commented that for the purpose of this CR a distinction only needs to be made between non-EC and EC operation as there is no reference sensitivity level defined for EC. General statement regarding applicability of the MOTD method will be mentioned in other specs. 
The draft CR was noted
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