Doc# WID0181_gLoc_WIRR.doc[image: image2.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance




Review Report

Doc# WID0181_gLoc_WIRR.doc
Review Report


WID 0181 Review Report

	Review Report Document Id
	<id of this document>
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Material Being Reviewed:
	OMA-REQ-NWI-2008-0038R01-INP_WID_0181_gLoc_V1_0_Socialization.zip

	Group Presenting Document:
	Lauri Wirola, Lauri.Wirola@nokia.com

	Date of This Report:
	8th Jan 2009


1. Instructions

Review comments should be collected and aggregated into a single review report.  This will facilitate efforts to resolve issues:

· If the review involves more than one document (e.g. ERP), use a separate table for each document.

· Avoid changing CommentIds once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment or 'T' for Technical comment
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2.1 OMA Groups Involved
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	Requirements
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3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-WID_0181-gLoc-V1_0-20081203-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2008.12.15
	E
	
	Source: REL

Form: REQ-NWI+ARC meeting

Comment: Thank you for listing and prioritizing Work areas.

Proposed Change: No action  needed.
	Status: CLOSED

	A002
	2008.12.15
	E
	
	Source: REL

Form: REQ-NWI+ARC meeting

Comment: List 3GPP as an affected group.

Proposed Change: Add 3GPP and 3GPP2 as affected External Fora in WID
	Status: CLOSED

	A003
	2008.12.15
	T
	
	Source: REL

Form: REQ-NWI+ARC meeting

Comment: looks that it will only do a data specification package – should be a full Enabler package.

Proposed Change: Having discussed with REL chair about the comments, the deliverable was change to full life-cycle work
	Status: CLOSED



	A004
	2008.12.15
	E
	
	Source: REL

Form: REQ-NWI+ARC meeting

Comment: no privacy or security.

Proposed Change: Privacy, security and charging taken care of by the lower level framework protocol encapsulation positioning technologies. Clarified in the WID.
	Status: CLOSED



	A005
	2008.12.16
	T
	
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: REQ-NWI mailing list

Comment: There are currently no customers (i.e. position location user plane protocols such as SUPL, etc.) for gLoc and thus no requirement to develop gLoc yet exist.
Proposed Change: WID unchanged. gLoc will provide the positioning technologies for future location-based services defined, e.g., in the scope of SUPL. Supporting companies (12) see that work is required and provide the customer base. In addition, IETF and WiMAX fora both see potential for reusing gLoc modules.
	Status: CLOSED



	A006
	2008.12.16
	T
	
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: REQ-NWI mailing list

Comment: There don’t seem to be enough tangible benefits from gLoc (as it overlaps with 3GPP/3GPP2 work) which would warrant the effort spent developing gLoc.
Proposed Change: WID unchanged. 3GPP/3GPP2 do not support a variety of GNSS-based methods and GNSS assistance due to either architecture/protocol/bandwidth limitations in the control plane (and therefore they need to be developed in control plane) or because they aren’t needed in the scope of control plane (no use case). Also, RF fingerprinting and radiomaps are not supported, which technologies enable indoor and urban positioning. Emerging positioning technologies, such as WLAN-based techniques, are out-of-scope of 3GPP/3GPP2. Also, sensors including barometers are not supported in the 3GPP/3GPP2 positioning specifications. gLoc work is needed in order to develop a consistent, extensible positioning technology package in the user plane. A single protocol for all positioning needs is required in order to achieve modularity and to keep the protocol layer structure valid.
	Status: CLOSED



	A007
	2008.12.16
	T
	
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: REQ-NWI mailing list

Comment: gLoc essentially replicates 3GPP/3GPP2 positioning protocols
Proposed Change: WID unchanged. See the resolution to A006.
	Status: CLOSED

	A008
	2008.12.16
	T
	
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: REQ REQ-NWI mailing list

Comment: AGNSS positioning methods are already supported in 3GPP/3GPP2 positioning protocols.
Proposed Change: WID unchanged. See the resolution to A006.
	Status: CLOSED




3.2 WID_0181_gLoc_V1_0_Informative_presentation
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2008.12.15
	T
	
	Source: REL

Form: REQ-NWI+ARC meeting

Comment: RD Review complete to RD candidate approval is two months which is too long.

Proposed Change: Correct the timeline accordingly (now one month period).
	Status: CLOSED



	B002
	2008.12.15
	T
	
	Source: TP Chair

Form: REQ-NWI+ARC meeting

Comment: applauds the 18 month timeline and encourages the supporters to ensure that it is completed in 18 months and not with delays.

Proposed Change: The revised timeline now states 19-month development period. The supporters are convinced that Work Areas can be completed in the given time. Moreover, the Work Area priorization allows for dropping Work Areas from the 1.0 Release in the case of time shortage.
	Status: CLOSED



	B003
	2008.12.15
	T
	
	Source: REQ

Form: REQ-NWI+ARC meeting

Comment: consider starting the AD phase earlier.

Proposed Change: AD start date moved  to an earlier date in order to allow AD work to affect RD work.
	Status: CLOSED
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RE: Comments on OMA-REQ-NWI-2008-0038R01-INP_WID_0181_gLoc_V1_0_Socialization

		From

		ext Wachter, Andreas

		To

		Wirola Lauri (Nokia-D/Tampere)

		Recipients

		RECIPIENTS/CN=LWIROLA



If you want the short version:



 



1.       There are currently no customers (i.e. position location user plane protocols such as SUPL, etc.) for gLoc and thus no requirement to develop gLoc yet exist.



2.       There don’t seem to be enough tangible benefits from gLoc (as it overlaps with 3GPP/3GPP2 work) which would warrant the effort spent developing gLoc.



3.       gLoc essentially replicates 3GPP/3GPP2 positioning protocols.



4.       AGNSS positioning methods are already supported in 3GPP/3GPP2 positioning protocols.



 



 



Please also attach my original comments.



 



Regards,



 



Andreas



 



 



 



From: Lauri.Wirola@nokia.com [mailto:Lauri.Wirola@nokia.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 17, 2008 9:33 AM
To: Wachter, Andreas
Subject: RE: Comments on OMA-REQ-NWI-2008-0038R01-INP_WID_0181_gLoc_V1_0_Socialization



 



Andreas,



 



I need to shorten these quite significantly for the WIRR document. Obviously, I’ll attach the full comments to the doc, but in the tables itself I was thinking expressing the following:



 



5.       There’s no customer for gLoc and no requirements to develop gLoc



6.       There are no benefits from gLoc and it overlaps 3GPP/3GPP2 work



7.       gLoc replicates the 3GPP/3GPP2 positioning protocols



8.       AGNSS positioning methods are already supported in 3GPP protocols



9.       No performance improvements can be shown from gLoc



 



Are these shortenings okay for you?



 



-Lauri



 



 



 



  _____  


From: ext Wachter, Andreas [mailto:awachter@QUALCOMM.COM] 
Sent: 16 December 2008 17:24
To: OMA-NEW-WORK@MAIL.OPENMOBILEALLIANCE.ORG
Subject: Comments on OMA-REQ-NWI-2008-0038R01-INP_WID_0181_gLoc_V1_0_Socialization



Dear All,



 



Here are the comments from Qualcomm on OMA-REQ-NWI-2008-0038R01-INP_WID_0181_gLoc_V1_0_Socialization:



 



1.       Currently there is no requirement for gLoc. gLoc is a pure positioning protocol (such as e.g. RRLP, RRC or TIA-801) and requires an application layer such as e.g. SUPL 3.0 to function. As far as SUPL 3.0 is concerned, it is yet unclear whether a new positioning protocol is required to implement the new features (and performance improvements of existing features) proposed in SUPL 3.0. Only after the requirements for SUPL 3.0 have been fully studied and formulated, will it become clear whether there is indeed a need for a new positioning protocol. As far as other standard setting organizations such as the IETF or the WiMAX Forum are concerned (who might be “customers” of gLoc also), no official request has been made to OMA LOC to develop such a new positioning protocol. Qualcomm believes that a clear need for a new positioning protocol is required before committing any resources to developing gLoc. A decision whether to specify a new positioning protocol (i.e. gLoc) in OMA LOC therefore seems premature.



 



2.       The pros and cons of specifying a new positioning protocol in OMA LOC have been discussed extensively (refer to the socialization of SUPL 2.1 - the predecessor of gLoc, since abandoned - and an earlier work item definition for SUPL 3.0 at the Prague 2008 TP meeting). Qualcomm believes that there are no tangible benefits to introducing a new positioning protocol since the existing positioning protocols (RRLP/RRC/TIA-801) largely provide the required functionality. In cases where they don’t (e.g. support of network based position location for LTE, or support of A-GANSS), efforts are already under way in 3GPP and 3GPP2 to modify and extend the functionality of the existing positioning protocols.



 



3.       Position location solutions using network based positioning methods (e.g. OTDOA for WCDMA, AFLT for CDMA, etc.) require access to the physical layer of the respective bearers (GSM, WCDMA, CDMA, LTE, etc.). The specification of the physical layer protocols for cellular networks takes place in 3GPP and 3GPP2 – which is why the respective positioning protocols are also specified in 3GPP and 3GPP2. In essence, gLoc would simply replicate positioning protocols already specified in 3GPP and 3GPP2 but provide a different data format (presumable XML instead of ASN.1). Qualcomm believes that “reformatting” 3GPP and 3GPP2 positioning protocols and calling them “gLoc” does not warrant the time and effort spent on development, implementation and testing.



 



4.       Positioning protocols using A-GPS positioning methods already exist in 3GPP (RRLP/RRC) and 3GPP2 (TIA-801). Positioning protocols using A-GANSS positioning methods (i.e. including support for Galileo, GLONASS, etc.) are currently being specified in 3GPP Release 8 and 3GPP2. gLoc would essentially replicate these positioning protocols in a different data format. Qualcomm believes that “reformatting” these positioning protocols and calling them “gloc” does not warrant the time and effort spent on development, implantation and testing.



 



5.       To summarize: Qualcomm believes that gLoc essentially replicates existing 3GPP and 3GPP2 positioning protocols with no tangible benefits in terms of performance improvements (e.g. time to fix, accuracy of fix, etc.) or support of new features. The proposed gLoc work item therefore does not seem to warrant the time and effort spend on development, implementation and testing.



 



Best Regards,



 



Andreas  
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