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1. Overall Description:

RAN2 would like to thank SA2 for the response to Reply LS on paging capability loss issue in [R2-2505063/ S2-2506087]. 

RAN2 wants to further clarify our intention on the method of UE radio paging capability loss mentioned in the previous LS [R2-2503172/S2-2504513]: 
Alt1:

· The “container” is newly introduced from Rel-19. All the gNBs in the release before Rel-19 cannot support this “container”, which means that there may be paging capability miss issue if UE reports the UE paging capability during the initial registration or TAU procedure via such gNB. 

· RAN2 common understanding is to rely on network implementation to handle it (e.g. upgraded to support the ASN.1 from Rel-19) or not to address it. 

· Regarding the network from Rel-19, if operators want to support the related features in one area, e.g. LP-WUS, new version of gNBs from Rel-19 in this area should support the Rel-19 “container”; while for old version of gNB before Rel-19 (including Rel-19 gNB not supporting Rel-19 “container”) in this area:

· If they are not upgraded to support Rel-19 “container”, there may be paging capability miss issue in this area only when the UE camps on this kind of gNB during the initial registration or TAU procedure and reports capability via this gNB. 
· If they are upgraded to support Rel-19 “container” (by implementation, only need to be upgraded to support the ASN.1 from Rel-19), there will be no paging capability miss issue.

· Regarding the understanding from SA2 on “the certain area mentioned by RAN2 is the whole NR coverage of that PLMN.”, it is not the intention from RAN2. RAN2 understands “certain area” doesn’t mean only “whole PLMN”, it could be also smaller area, e.g. NAS registration area, paging area, etc.
Alt2: 
· 
Regarding the understanding from SA2 on “the certain area mentioned by RAN2 is the whole NR coverage of that PLMN.”, it is not the intention from RAN2. 
· RAN2 understands if NW wants to support LP WUS in some area (e.g. smaller area than whole PLMN), operator needs to upgraded gNB in this area, LPWUS could be used in the area. if UE move from outside area, there is problem
Regarding the solution investigated in SA2:

	SA2 are investigating whether a solution that builds on the current process in TS 23.501 clause 5.4.4.3 for handling UEs that support both “LTE connected to 5GC” and NR can be used to solve the problem. 

For example, when (as already specified) the UE Radio Capability for Paging is sent in the NGAP Initial UE Context Setup Request to the gNB, the gNB could use the UE Radio Access Capabilities (received in the same message) to check that the UE Radio Capability for Paging contains the full information on paging related features. If the gNB detects an omission, then the gNB should ensure that an update of the UE Radio Capability for Paging Information is sent to the AMF.


RAN2 understands that it is up to RAN3 whether/how to address it. 

2. Actions:

To SA2:

RAN2 kindly request SA2 to take the above information into account and provide feedback, if any.

3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:

TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #131bis      13th Oct. – 17th Oct. 2025



Prague, Czech Republic
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #132           17th Nov. – 21st Nov. 2025


Dallas，USA

