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1. Overall Description:
RAN2 would like to thank RAN3 on the LS. RAN2 have discussed the Area Scope IE, System Information Area ID, and Cell List and Area Scope IE.	Comment by Nokia (Mani): List it in the same order as the agreements in the box below. However, the scope of this LS is supposed to be only about SI Area ID and cell list. Nothing is mentioned about area scope to be communicated to RAN3. Chairman sent an email under [600] thread the following: “It should say “a separate area ID”.  I’ll correct the minutes accordingly.”
 
RAN2 have made the below agreements.

Agreements:

Postpone the separate positioning system information area ID to Rel-17 and reuse the existing area ID.

RAN2 consider that the posSIBs can be different in different cells of the gNB, and leave it to RAN3 how to handle this in signalling.

RAN2 have not defined a separate system information area ID for posSIBs. Also, RAN2 acknowledges that the some posSIBs can be different in different cells of a gNB and is are independent of the Area Scope discussion. RAN2 would like to further inform RAN3 that RAN2 have not defined a separate information area ID for positioning and hence the use case to have dedicated NRPPa signalling for area scope IE may not be required and existing mechanism to define area scope could be adequate. However, it is up to RAN3 to make the decision.	Comment by Nokia (Mani): Reordered the sentences to align with agreements in the box above.	Comment by Spreadtrum: It’s better to make our requirement clearer	Comment by Nokia (Mani): Nokia prefers to remove references to area scope from the LS as it was not in the scope of this LS discussion. Decision whether to include area scope in metadata in NRPPa signalling is also a RAN3 issue.	Comment by Qualcomm: We haven’t discussed anything about “dedicated NRPPa signalling for area scope” and I don’t know what this actually means. The minutes say:
“Indicate to RAN3 the agreement above on posSIBs in different cells, and that we do not have a separate area scope for positioning.”
How this maps to NRPPa signalling hasn’t been discussed at all, and it’s not RAN2’s business anyway. So we should only inform them about the agreements.



2. Actions:
To RAN3 group.
ACTION: 	RAN2 kindly asks RAN3 to take the above into account.


3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG3 Meetings:
RAN2#111	24th - 28th August 2020		Online
RAN2#111-bis	TBD		Online
