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1 Introduction

CB: # NTN2_LocationVerification

- Clarification on a new cause value for UE Context Release procedure

- Discussion on UE location positioning/reporting methods

- Coordination between RAN and CN on the UE location verification

- Capture agreements and provide CRs if agreeable 

(E/// - moderator)
Summary of offline disc
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
3 Discussion
NB: Considering that this issue requires to look at both NTN and positioning, the Moderator has taken the liberty of pointing to current agreements and/or existing specifications when formulating questions, where it seemed appropriate. Hopefully this will aid the discussion.
3.1 LS from RAN2

RAN2 is considering reusing the LCS framework and is asking SA2 for feedback [1]. This LS has no action for RAN3.
The Moderator notes that reusing current LCS architecture and procedures is already recommended by TSG RAN in TR 38.882 (Sec. 5, “Recommendations”) and that positioning architecture is the joint responsibility of RAN2 and RAN3.
Question 1: Should RAN3 note this LS without further action?

	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.2 Need for UE Location Reporting

UE location is assumed to be reported from the UE to the LMF (no RAN3 impact) in [2]; in [6] and [7] it is proposed that it is not necessary to provide the reported UE location to the 5GC for location verification.

The Moderator notes that TR 38.882 (Sec. 5, “Recommendations”) states: “The verification should be performed independently from the location information reported by the UE.”
Question 2: Should RAN3 assume that UE location is signaled to the LMF?
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.3 Functional Impacts, Stage 2
It is proposed in [3]

 REF _Ref115795421 \r \h 
[4] to clarify in TS 38.300 that the LCS procedure is triggered by the AMF, according to current TSs 23.501 and 38.305. It is proposed in [8] to consider a (new) RAN-initiated positioning procedure.

The Moderator notes that RAN3 has already agreed that the verification is performed in the CN.
Question 3: Should RAN3 capture the current agreement in stage 2, or should RAN3 revisit the current agreement?
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


It is also proposed in [8] to limit the NTN cell size to the granularity of 5-10 km, similar to TN macro cell size, and consider reporting TN cell info or virtual cell detected by the UE. A somewhat similar but more generic proposal is made in [3]

 REF _Ref115795421 \r \h 
[4], which propose to state in a note in TS 38.300 that UE location verification for AMF selection should not be necessary if the cell has an “appropriate” size and does not extend over more than one country.

Question 4: Should RAN3 capture a note in stage 2 e.g. as proposed in [4] or [8]?
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


In [6] it is proposed to wait until the location verification result arrives before e.g. triggering inter-AMF HO or UE context release, and in [7] it is proposed that the AMF may initiate UE deregistration and indicate to gNB to release UE context with the legacy procedure. In [6] it is also proposed that the AMF should notify the RAN of the verification result.
Question 5: Is there any additional RAN or AMF behavior to be considered, e.g. according to [6] and [7]?
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.4 New Cause Value for UE Context Release
A new cause value for UE Context Release is proposed in [5]; it is opposed in [7], and further discussion on this issue is proposed in [2].
Question 6: Should RAN3 introduce a new cause value (e.g. as proposed in [5]) to specifically address UE location verification?
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


4 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
If needed
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