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1   Background

In RAN3#90 an email discussion was initially set up. At the starting point of the email discussion, the status was the following: 

· There were two flavors of stage3:

· R3-152869, where the paging attempt count (PAC) is allowed to be included for: CE/cell list/”legacy” paging

· R3-152870, where the PAC is only allowed to be included for CE/cell list paging

· There was one stage2 (R3-152902) which should cover both options (does not describe the usage of PAC for the “legacy” case)

The email discussion started with the following guidelines:
[#05: Paging ](HW)

-          Possibility of compromise; approval of stage 2 and down selection of one stage 3 or alternative comprise for stage 3

-          Starting from R3-152869 & R3-152870 & R3-152902

email approval deadline November 27th  Friday at 12h00 (noon) CET
This was later changed to

[#05: Paging ](HW)
· Pros and cons to allow the paging attempt information (PAI) being provided as a generic indication, applicable for CE/cell list/as a stand-alone indication 

email discussion: deadline December 16th  Wednesday at 12h00 (noon) CET
2   Email discussion

The email discussion was summarised as follows:
Restart of the new email discussion triggered by Ericsson on December 10. Then this was followed by some ping pong between Alcatel-Lucent and Ericsson on the history. There has been ongoing work on a compromise solution offline, and it was proposed and agreed to continue offline with interested parties starting next year to finalize that solution for further preparation of RAN3#91, and then take it officially at next RAN3#91. 

The official email discussion is closed (no result yet).

In the email discussions, one company expressed a preference to allow the usage of the paging counter also for legacy paging. Another company expressed concerns that the usage of a counter for legacy paging may create situations where the MME and eNB behaviour during paging may not be coordinated. 

One possible way forward which was discussed would be to add additional information so that the problematic scenario could be avoided. One example solution is to provide information to the eNB about planned paging attempts within the same geographical area or a notification about when the paging area was changed. 
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