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Abstract of the contribution: It is proposed to achieve additional conclusions on how to deal with failure cases when UE is served by two different AMFs.
Discussion
After the last meeting’s discussion, interim agreement for Key Issue #14 has been concluded. However, the remaining problem is how to handle the case that positioning resulted from selected access type can’t meet the LCS QoS requirement.
Clause 8.7 Interim agreement for Key Issue #14:
· Editor Notes: It is FFS how to handle the case that position resulted from selected access type cannot meet the LCS Qos requirement.
How to solve the problem mentioned above by using a simple and efficient way has its necessity. As we know, the GMLC doesn’t have the full view of all pre-conditions (e.g. UE/network positioning capability), so for the scenario where target UE is served by different AMFs from different PLMN for non-3GPP and 3GPP access respectively, GMLC can only choose one access type/PLMN semi-blindly. The word semi-blindly means the GMLC can’t ensure choosing decisions very precisely.
Assumed that the positioning result fails or can’t meet LCS QoS requirement based on chosen access type/PLMN, then external client may initiate new positioning request continuously, but current mechanism can’t ensure another access type/PLMN can be used and the most possible results shall be same as before exactly.

Observation 1: Due to lack of full view of pre-conditions used to make access/PLMN decisions, GMLC may not obtain the best positioning result.
So, there is higher likelihood of meeting positioning requirements if the GMLC can forward the location request to another PLMN for one more try when positioning results from chosen PLMN/access type failed or don't meet QoS requirements. Of course, for the general positioning scenarios without too high positioning QoS requirement, it will not create double signalling overhead.
Proposal 1: For the positioning requests with high positioning QoS requirement, GMLC can forward to another access/PLMN when chosen PLMN/access type failed or returned results don't meet QoS requirements
Proposal
Proposal:

It is proposed to agree the following changes to TR 23.731.
* * * * Start of 1st Changes * * * * 
8.7
Agreement for Key Issue #14
For Key Issue 14: Positioning Access selection for LCS service, following interim agreements are reached:
-
Agreement 1: For MT-LR reached at HGMLC, the HGMLC shall query UDM for target UE information (e.g. serving AMF addresses). If target UE is served by different AMFs from different PLMN for non-3GPP access and 3GPP access respectively, the HGMLC shall use returned information from UDM and local policy to select one access type, i.e. one which AMF, to continue this location request. If the positioning result can meet the QoS requirement, the HGMLC return the positioning result to LCS client directly. Otherwise, HGMLC may request the other PLMN to perform positioning procedures. 
· If the positioning result from the other PLMN can meet the QoS requirement, HGMLC return it to LCS client. 
· If the positioning result from the other PLMN can’t meet the QoS requirement, HGMLC return final location service response without including any positioning result. 

-
Agreement 2: For MT-LR reached at GMLC, if the GMLC find target UE is served by only one AMF, the GMLC firstly use this AMF to continue this location request.
* * * * End of 1st Changes * * * *
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