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1. Overall Description:

SA2 would like to thank CT1 and RAN2 LSs regarding Transport and storage of capabilities for UE positioning.

SA2 has discussed the pros and cons of each alternative solution but could not conclude which alternative should be chosen as there are several questions on Alternative1. 
Alternative1
[Pros]
· Number of signalling does not increase

· Positioning delay is better than Alternative2 due to less signalling
·  
[Cons]
· MME needs to maintain the UE positioning capability

[Uncertain points]

· How much the size of UE positioning capability is which may give impact on the MME storage?
· How many specification works needed for CTx WG?
· Impact on the IRAT HO; how the UE positioning capability will be exchanged at Inter RAT HO?
· Can the UE capabilities be used to choose the E-SMLC by the MME if the MME can interpret the LPP?
Alternative2

[Pros]

· Simple architecture as the capability exchanged directly done between the UE and E-SMLC

· Does not require MME resource for UE positioning capability storage
[Cons]

· Need more number of signalling for each location session and increase the positioning delay compared to Alternative1.
[Uncertain points]

· Does E-SMLC selection take place before the UE capabilities are known?
In order to conclude this issue, SA2 would like to ask the CT1 and RAN2 as following actions.


2. Actions:

To TSG CT WG1 group:
ACTION: 
SA2 asks CT1 to investigate the required specification works for Alternative1 and answer how many meetings would be required. Note that in case of Alternative1, UE network capability will be extended to inform the UE positioning capability.
To TSG RAN WG2 group:
ACTION: 
SA2 asks RAN2 to investigate 1) the size of the UE positioning capability, 2) impact on the Inter RAT HO and 3) use of UE capability for E-SMLC selection. 
1) For the size of UE positioning capability, SA2 also expects RAN2 to compare the difference from the UTRAN/GARAN cases. 
2) For impact on the Inter RAT HO, please clarify RAN2 assumption on how the UE positioning capability will be exchanged at target RAT after the inter RAT HO, and indicate if there is any concern on specific to the Alternative1.
3) For use of UE capability for E-SMLC selection, please comment whether MME can interpret UE capability and use this for E-SMLC selection in case of Alternative1. Please also provide RAN2 assumption on Alternative2 for how to select the E-SMLC by MME.
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