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Title:	LS on LCS framework for NTN verified UE location 	Comment by Nokia: NW?
Response to:	-
Release:	Release 18

Source:	RAN2
To:	SA2
Cc:	RAN3, RAN1	Comment by vivo (Xiao): We think it is better to add “RAN1” in CC as well, as they are now evaluating different POS methods for this verification purpose and this conclusion may be taken into account by them when they carry out evaluation and down-selection.

Contact Person:	
Name:	Nicolas Chuberre

E-mail Address:	nicolas.chuberre@thalesaleniaspace.com

Send any reply LS to:	3GPP Liaisons Coordinator, mailto:3GPPLiaison@etsi.org

Attachments:	None


1. Overall Description:

[bookmark: _GoBack]RAN2 has is consideringed, as starting point, the re-use of the LCS framework of the LMF network for the network verification of UE reported location procedureinformation in NTN. Additional methods (e.g. RAN-based) are not precluded.	Comment by Nokia: This does not sound very solid. Can we say something more meaningful? Maybe remove ‘as a starting point’ and say RAN2 is considering to use LCS. What is SA2 feedback w.r.t. that?	Comment by Lenovo - Xu Min: In case RAN2 develop other solutions for verification, we would like to mention that other methods (e.g., RAN-based) is not precluded.	Comment by Huawei-Xubin: Agree with other companies that this should be removed.	Comment by Samsung (CK): We also agree with Vivio and Huawei. This sentence is not needed and should be removed. “Additional methods (e.g. RAN-based) are not precluded.”. 

The LS needs to be focused on RAN2 agreement/question to SA2 on the re-use of LCS framework for CN-based verification of UE location. 
This understanding is aligned with the current RAN3 agreement, in RAN3#117-e, that the UE location verification is performed in the CN.

The verification is performed in the CN.”


RAN2 would then like to inform SA2 about this agreement assumption and ask for any related feedbackcollect comments if any.	Comment by Samsung (CK): No strong view, but this sentence is duplicated in the action, so possibly is not needed?	Comment by Samsung (CK): Similarly, should this be “this agreement”

2. Actions:
[bookmark: _Hlk46227635]To SA2
ACTION:	RAN2 kindly asks SA2 to take this assumption the above agreement into account and provide feedback,s if any.

3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:
TSG-RAN WG2#119-bis- e                      October 10th – 19th, 2022	Online meeting 
TSG-RAN WG2#120                                November 14th – 18th, 2022	Location yet to be provided 
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