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Source:	RAN2
To:	SA1, SA2
Cc:	RAN1, RAN3, RAN	Comment by ZTE(Zhihong): We would like to put RAN1 and RAN in ‘To’  list instead only cc. 
For latency part it might be difficult for SA to conclude without further input from RAN1. For example in the first paragraph it is stated positioning methods are based on measurement sampling over time, but how much the time is is assessed by RAN1. Therefore, we shall ask RAN1 to provide input on the first bullet in separate section in Actions part, also ask them about the expected delays on candidate solutions. 
As for RAN, since we are clarifying the TR interpretation, RAN may be a proper place to clarify and make the decision.	Comment by Ericsson (Robert): Not sure, RAN1 is discussing almost the same unclarity of the TR – we think it is fine to keep in CC.	Comment by Huawei-Xubin: Hard for RANP to answer these questions.
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[bookmark: _Hlk117028134]1. Overall Description:	Comment by Ericsson (Robert): We believe SA1/SA2 do not know what the intention of the RAN plenary recommendation is, especially as the recommendation is not clear and not based on any prior SA1/SA2 work. 
Therefore, we need to explain exactly what the issue is and ask if they have can provide input.

[bookmark: _Hlk117028050]RAN plenary made a feasibility study, reported in the TR 38.882, on the need for the network to verify the UEs location to within an accuracy of 5 to 10 km in order to comply with regulatory services (e.g. Public Warning System, Charging and Billing, Emergency calls, Lawful Intercept, Data Retention Policy in cross-border scenarios and international regions, Network access). 
The TR contains one recommendation for the network to verify the UE location related to latency of services:
The solution should not impact significantly the latency of the targeted services nor infringe privacy requirements that apply to the UE location.
Therefore, RAN2 would kindly ask SA1 and SA2 whether they can provide any input on the requirement to “not impact significantly the latency of the targeted services”. 
Specifically:
A major point to clarify concerns the latency requirement for the location verification procedure. Indeed, some positioning methods are based on measurement sampling over time. As an order of magnitude, a LEO satellite is visible from 5 to 20 min.

According to RAN2 offline discussions, the TR 38.882 is not clear about the requirements “The solution should not impact significantly the latency of the targeted services nor infringe privacy requirements that apply to the UE location.”

•	Is there any constraint on the latency (from trigger to result) of the verification procedure?
•	Can the verification procedure be run independently from the targeted services (e.g. in parallel to prevent any set-up delay)? If not, what is the estimate of set-up delay?

2. Actions:
[bookmark: _Hlk46227635]To SA1; SA2
Cc RAN1; RAN3; RAN
ACTION:	RAN2 would like to request respectfully ask SA1 and /SA2 to provide some input on the questions above.some clarifications on the following TR recommendation: "The solution should not impact significantly the latency of the targeted services nor infringe privacy requirements that apply to the UE location.” :
•	Is there any constraint on the latency (trigger to result) of the verification procedure?
•	Can the verification procedure be run independently from the targeted services (e.g. in parallel to prevent any set-up delay)?


3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:
TSG-RAN WG2#120                                November 14th – 18th, 2022	Toulouse, FRANCE 
TSG-RAN WG2#121	             February 27th – March 3rd, 2023	              Athens, GR
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