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1 Introduction

In RAN#80, new WI on Rel-16 eMTC and NB-IoT enhancements were agreed [1][2]. The following objective is included in both of these two WID: 

	Improved DL transmission efficiency and/or UE power consumption:

· Specify support for UE-group wake-up signal (WUS) [RAN1, RAN2, RAN4]


In RAN1 #95, the following agreements were made:

	For eMTC:

· One group WUS is designed as a single sequence

· Rel-16 group WUS uses the same gap configurations as for Rel-15 legacy WUS except for differences from possible TDM.

· No new gap higher layer signaling will be introduced for TDM

· The number of UE groups is configurable and broadcasted in SIB.

· FFS: Further details on the number of UE groups. For example, whether it is per PO or per gap configuration of a PO

· UE group ID is used as a parameter to generate WUS UE group sequence(s).

· For multiplexing between Rel-16 UE-group WUS and Rel-15 WUS, further evaluate and down select among the following options

· TDM

· FDM

· single-seq CDM

· single-seq CDM+TDM

· single-seq CDM+FDM

· FFS whether legacy WUS is the common WUS for all new UEs or only a part of new UEs.

· For multiplexing between different Rel-16 UE-group WUS, further evaluate and down select among the following options

· single-seq CDM

· FDM

· single-seq CDM+TDM

· single-seq CDM+FDM

· Note: At least the maximum number of UE groups should be considered.

· Further study false detection (cross/auto correlation) performance properties for the following designs:

· legacy WUS + cover codes,

· legacy WUS + shifted scrambling codes,

· legacy WUS + phase shift + cover code + scrambling bits

· Including combinations of phase shift, cover code, and/or scrambling bits

· Other designs are not precluded.

For NB-IoT:

· A common WUS is used to wake up all group WUS UEs monitoring the same WUS (time-frequency) resource if more than one UE group occupies the WUS resource.

· FFS: Whether the above is also applicable for Rel-15 WUS UEs

· FFS: Whether to support waking up a subset of all WUS UE groups

· Multiplexing of Rel-16 UE groups is down-selected among

· Single sequence CDM is supported

· Single sequence CDM is supported and TDM can be additionally applied

· FFS: Configurability of CDM and/or TDM

· For multiplexing between Rel-16 UE-group WUS and Rel-15 legacy WUS within the same carrier, further evaluate and down select among the following options

· Single sequence CDM is supported

· Single sequence CDM is supported and TDM can be additionally applied

· FFS: Configurability of CDM and/or TDM

· FFS whether legacy WUS is the common WUS for all new UEs or only a part of new UE


In RAN2 #104, the following agreements were made:

	· Further discuss the benefit and feasibility of using service based parameters for grouping in addition to UE-ID 

· Can discuss group distribution further, including Rel-15/16 mechanism interaction, once we know more about number of groups and more about the grouping solution (e.g. service based parameters) 

· RAN2 will decide on the UE to WUS group mapping


In this paper, we will provide our further consideration and proposals for some pending issues about how to support UE-group wake-up signal in RAN2.

2 Discussion

2.1 The dimension for further UE grouping for WUS

In Rel-15 specifications, the WUS parameters are configured based on the UE category (DRX UE or eDRX UE). And for the eDRX UE, two kinds of time offset between end of WUS and start of the first PO of the numPOs POs, e.g., timeoffset-eDRX-Short or timeoffset-eDRX-Long could be configured. Based on the configuration, in order to guarantee all the UEs with different gap can detect the WUS, several WUS signals may be sent before a certain PO. The example in following figure 1 is for reference:
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Fig1-1: WUS timing

It can be seen as that the R15 UEs monitoring the same PO already can be implicitly divided into up to three groups according to their gap type (i.e., DRX/eDRX configuration and WUS processing capability). For example, for a certain PO, if there has no paging for UEs with eDRX configuration, the WUS corresponding to eDRX gap would not be sent and then the UEs with eDRX would not detect WUS (even there may still exist WUS corresponding to DRX gap). 

Observation 1:  The R15 UEs monitoring the same PO can be implicitly grouped by gap type (i.e., DRX/eDRX configuration and WUS processing capability). There may have different WUS signals for the UEs with different gap types.

According to the WID objective, RAN1/RAN2 would specify support for UE-group wake-up signal (WUS) in order to further reduce the number of UEs that are false awakened. Based on the RAN1 agreements, we understand RAN1 has the assumption that the UEs with the same gap type are considered to occupy the same WUS resource and these UEs which monitor the same WUS (time-frequency) resource can be further grouped.
Therefore, following the above observation 1 and our understanding for RAN1 agreements, we propose to further group WUS for the UE with same gap type, e.g., to allow the eNB to configure the number of UE-group WUS per gap type. There has another opinion that the number of UE-group WUS can be configured per PO. We look this alternative as a special case of configuring UE-group WUS per gap type, e.g, configuring same number of UE-group WUS for each gap type. In the following text, we will give some comparison for these two alternatives and give our proposal:

Alt1: To configure the group number corresponding to the total UEs associated with the same gap type
Alt2: To configure the group number corresponding to the total UEs associated with the same PO.
Observation 2:  There have two alternatives for UE-group WUS, e.g., group number configuration per PO or per gap type, to be discussed.
Also according to RAN1 discussion, we understand when there has a paging for a UE in a certain UE group, a UE-group WUS signal would be sent to wake up this UE group that will also wake up all the UEs in this UE group. We call such WUS signal as GWUS. Moreover, RAN1 has agreed if there have paging for several UEs in more than one UE groups, a common WUS can be used to wake up all group WUS UEs monitoring the same WUS (time-frequency) resource. We call such signal as CWUS. RAN1 also discuss to support a kind of WUS signal which can wake up a subset of all WUS UE groups (we may call it as SWUS) but it’s still FFS.
Observation 3:  there are currently several types of WUS signal that have been agreed or are being discussed in RAN1: GWUS for one WUS UE group, CWUS for all WUS UE groups or SWUS for a subset of all WUS UE groups.
As the IoT services are usually infrequent and not sensitive to the time delay, we can assume that most of NB-IoT and eMTC UEs are configured with eDRX, and then the number of UEs belonging to different gap types may be very different. Considering that decreasing the number of UEs in a certain WUS UE group would help  to reduce false wake-up rate, we think if there are more UEs belonging to the same gap type, more sub-groups need to be configured for these UEs. However, more WUS UE group would cause more WUS signal transmission overhead. Therefore, generally to say, if the number of UEs for each gap type are different, configuring the same number of WUS UE groups for these gap types may not bring expected benefits but cause more overhead. On the other hand, to allow configuring different number of WUS UE groups for each gap type may be more suitable.
Furthermore, we understand the false wake-up rate may be also related to the probability that a UE is paged before a certain PO, If we consider such factor, we may find it some difficult to find a common suitable number of WUS UE groups for different number of UEs related to different gap types.
Observation 4: The false wake up may be related to the total number of UEs and the proportion of UEs that need to be paged in one WUS group.

In order to find the relationship between some factors which have impacts on the false wake-up rate in different alternatives for grouping WUS, we gave some examples and comparison in the ANNEX to show the false wake-up rate results with different paging probabilities. Based on the evaluation examples in ANNEX, we give comparison in the following Table. 

	
	False wake rate (P3 groups)
	False wake rate (P2 groups)
	comparison

	P=0.1 without common WUS
	43.5598
	46.3732
	P3 groups < P2 groups

	P=0.1 with common WUS
	43.6078
	46.3732
	P3 groups < P2 groups

	P=0.4 with common WUS
	84.657
	85.7955
	P3 groups < P2 groups

	P=0.5 with common WUS
	89.1548 
	86.5775
	P3 groups > P2 groups

	P=0.6 with common WUS
	90.3594
	85.7955
	P3 groups > P2 groups


Based on the comparison in the table, we can summary that, when the number of UEs that will be paged before a certain PO is large, it’s more prefer less WUS UE groups and more UEs in each group. As it’s highly possible to group the UEs that will be paged into a same WUS group and this can help to reduce the possibility of sending common WUS, the number of UEs that will be false awakened is also reduced. On the other hand, if there have few UEs that will be paged before a PO, it's more prefer more WUS UE groups and less UEs in each group as the number of UEs which are awakened by a certain WUS signal can be as small as possible.
Proposal 1: It’s suggested to allow the eNB to configure WUS group number for each gap type.

2.2 Coexistence of R15 WUS with R16 WUS

As the further WUS grouping will be introduced in R16, one issue about the coexistence of R15 WUS and R16 WUS should be considered. There are also two alternatives for handling this coexistence issue. In [3], we suggested that the Rel-16 UE supporting new type WUS under a R16 network would not detect legacy WUS in order to reduce unnecessary awakening and power consumption. And in [4], company mentioned that as population of UEs supporting WUS grouping increases the legacy WUS channel become underutilised while WUS channel supporting UE grouping becomes over utilised. Therefore, they suggest that some UEs supporting grouping to use legacy WUS channel instead of new WUS channel.
Even we have sympathy with the thinking that to let some R16 UE check R15 WUS may help to offload R16 WUS channel, we still worry that such UE behaviour will cause more false wake-up. 
In the following table, we combine different alternatives for UE checking WUS with all the possible paging cases, and list the eNB process for each combination. Finally we try to compare the pros and cons for different behaviours in UE and eNB.
	paging case

eNB
                           process
Alternatives   
for UE checking WUS
	Case 1: In a R16 cell,  only R15 UEs are paged
	Case 2: In a R16 cell, only R16 UEs are paged
	Case 3: In a R16 cell, both R15 and R16 UEs are paged
	Comparison

	Alt1: R16 UE only check R15 WUS
	Sending R15 WUS
	Sending R15 WUS
	Sending R15 WUS
	In Case 1, R16 UE is false awakened
In Case 2, R15 UE is false awakened

	Alt2: R16 UE check both R15  WUS and R16 WUS (any WUS signal detected will wake up R16 UE)
	Sending R15 WUS
	Sending R16 WUS
	Sending R15 WUS 
	In Case 1, R16 UE is false awakened


	Alt3: R16 UE only check R16 WUS
	Sending R15 WUS
	Sending R16 WUS
	Sending both R15 WUS and R16 WUS
	No false wake-up in all the three cases

	false wake-up and WUS signal overhead Comparison
	Sending one WUS signal in all the three Alts. .
R16 UE would be false awakened with Alt1 and Alt2
	Sending one WUS signal in all the three Alts.
R15 UE would be false awakened with Alt1.
	Sending two WUS signals in Alt3.
No false wake-up in all the three Alts. 
	


Based on the comparison in the above table, we confirm that both Alt1 and Alt2 will cause more false wake–up for R16 UE or for R15 UE. This is undesired. On the other hand, even Alt3 need more WUS signal overhead, it will not increase false wake-up. Therefore, we think Alt3 is the more suitable UE behaviour.
Proposal 2: It’s suggested that the Rel-16 UE supporting new type WUS would not detect legacy WUS in a R16 cell in order to reduce false wake-up and UE power consumption.
2.3 Service based UE grouping for WUS

In the previous meeting, it was agreed that at least UE_ID based grouping is supported for UE-Group based WUS. Moreover, according to some other companies’ suggestion, RAN2 agree to further discuss the benefit and feasibility of using service based parameters for grouping in addition to UE-ID.
Firstly, during the email discussion “[104#42][NB-IoT R16]  Service based Group Wake Up signal analysis”, company mentions that most IoT UEs (80%) only perform Mobile Autonomous Reporting (MAR) and are almost never paged (in [5]). If these 80% UEs will be distributed in WUS sub-groups together with the 20% UEs that have network command, every time the network wants to page a UE to transmit a network command, 80% of UEs in the same UE-ID based sub-group will also be awakened, which means the power consumption of 80% UEs will be impacted by the other 20% UEs. However, we have different understand for this issue. We think it’s more possible that these 80% UEs that are never or seldom paged will use PSM mode in order to maximize power savings and they are less likely to be affected by such UE-group WUS signal. Therefore, in the following discussion about whether the service-based grouping is needed, we can only focus on the UEs which are possible to be paged.
Observation 5: The UEs that are never or seldom paged could use PSM mode in order to maximize power savings and they are less likely to be affected by such UE-group WUS signal. Therefore, for discussion about whether the service-based grouping is needed, we can only focus on the UEs which are possible to be paged.

Secondly, we can agree in general, it’s possible that the UEs with similar service type need to be paged at the same time while it’s less likely that the UEs with different service type are paged at the same time. If the UEs with similar service type can be grouped and related to a same WUS, it would minimize false wake-up of the UEs for a certain PO as all the UEs in this group would actually be paged. However, as the number of real IoT service types may be very large (may be hundreds of types) while the number of WUS UE group is very limited, it may be no feasible to use the real IoT service types in service type definition but only the factor which can indirectly reflect paging characteristic could be considered. With such definition, it still cannot guarantee that the real paging for the UEs with a same “service type” reach before a same certain PO. In another word, with narrowed service type definition, it’s still highly possible that the UEs within a same service group are not paged at the same time, then it’s inevitably a UE-group WUS signal would false wake up some of UEs in this group.  In a summary, the fewer the number of defined service types, the greater the possibility of false wake-up. The more the number of defined service types, the more difficult to do the mapping between defined service types and WUS signals.
Moreover, there has no explicit definition of the service type in NB-IoT/eMTC. The specification work may be complicated and need to be discussed in other working groups, e.g, SA2.

Observation 6: As the number of real IoT service types may be very large, it cannot be used in service type definition but only the factor which can indirectly reflect paging characteristic could be considered. Then it’s still highly possible that the UEs within a same service group are not paged at the same time and it’s inevitably a UE-group WUS signal would false wake up some of UEs in this group. The benefit of service-based grouping may be very small and not worth the complicated specification work.

Thirdly, even if with some complicated specification work, SA2 could find a good way to define the “service type” to guarantee the paging for the UEs in a certain service group could reach at the same time, another issue should be considered. That is, the number of UEs which are belong to different service types may be very different, that may cause some groups are very big while the other ones are very small. Then the overhead or collision of paging responses for the big group may be very serious. 
Observation 7: if a service group has large number of UEs and all the UEs are awakened at the same type, the overhead or collision of paging responses for the big group may be very serious. 

Fourthly, in the above analysis, we mainly consider whether the pages for one service type group reach at the same time. If we consider other highly possible case that paging for the UEs in several service type groups reach at the same time, we may see several service-based WUS signals need to be sent. But with UE_ID grouping, it’s possible that these UEs with different “service type” are grouped together and only one WUS signal is needed. Such WUS signal overhead can also be seen as another disadvantage of service-based grouping.
Observation 8: with service-based grouping, in the case that paging for the UEs in several service type groups reach at the same time, we may see several service-based WUS signals need to be sent. But with UE_ID-based grouping, it’s possible that these UEs with different “service type” are grouped together and only one WUS signal is needed. 

With the above analysis and observation, we have the following proposal:
Proposal 3: It’s suggested not to support service based grouping.
2.4 The formula for further UE grouping for WUS

According to proposal 4, in this section, we will give our suggestion on how to define the UE_ID based sub-grouping formula. In [6], a simple formula has been given as following with the assumption there are X sub groups:

UE sub-group ID=floor (UE_ID/(N*Ns)) mod X

Here UE_ID are the ID of the UEs which have performed paging narrowband/carriers, PF, PO selection and finally are related to a same PO. So it’s easy to observe that these UE_IDs are discretely distributed. If the UE grouping formula is based on only UE_ID, it may cause that the UEs monitoring the same PO unevenly distribute in each group and there may have the negative impact on the effect of UE grouping, e.g., the proportion of false awakening is still high in the group with many more UEs. Therefore, the further grouping algorithm cannot be based on only UE_ID and optimization is needed.

We think the above formula is a good start point for further discussion. For the convenience of discussion later, we abstract this formula into the following form:

UE sub-group ID=floor (UE_ID/A) mod B,

Here A is a factor to divide the target UE_IDs and B is the number of sub groups. It’s easy to understand that only when the result of floor (UE_ID/A) are continuous natural numbers, such formula can uniformly distribute all the related UEs into B sub groups. If the result of floor (UE_ID/A) are discontinuous, the result of grouping will be uncertain. For example, with the above formula in [3], the result of floor (UE_ID/(N*Ns)) would be even in some configuration. If the number of sub groups X is also even, e.g., 2, then the UE sub-group ID for all the target UEs would be same, that is 0.

In [7], we do some detailed analysis on the distribution characteristics of the UE_IDs, for NB-IoT and eMTC separately. We understand distributing the UE_IDs to each PF and PO is a kind of evenly distribution. Then the main reason that cause discontinuous UE_ID distribution for a PO is distributing them into several paging narrowband/carriers. In NB-IoT such discontinuous UE_ID distribution may be more serious as the different weights are introduced for several paging carriers. Based on the analysis in [7], we give the following proposals:

Proposal 4: It’s suggested to introduce the following UE_ID based grouping scheme: 

UE sub-group ID=floor (UE_ID/A) mod B,

For eMTC:  A= N*Ns*Nn

For NB-IoT: A= N*Ns*W

Where:  

-  UE_ID: IMSI mod 16384 
-  B: the number of WUS group 
-  N: min(T,nB) 
-  Ns: max(1,nB/T) 
-  Nn: the number of paging narrowbands (for P-RNTI monitored on MPDCCH) provided in SIB
-  W: total weight of all NB-IoT paging carriers
No matter B is configured per PO or per gap type, if we have no change to the proposed formula, the UE reception would same, e.g., the UE would determine the PO and sub-group ID, and then calculate the start time for receiving this sub-group WUS according to gap type.  

3 Conclusion

Based on the analysis in this paper, we have the following observations and proposals:
Observation 1:  The R15 UEs monitoring the same PO can be implicitly grouped by gap type (i.e., DRX/eDRX configuration and WUS processing capability). There may have different WUS signals for the UEs with different gap types.
Observation 2:  There have two alternatives for UE-group WUS, e.g., group number configuration per PO or per gap type, to be discussed.
Observation 3:  there are currently several types of WUS signal that have been agreed or are being discussed in RAN1: GWUS for one WUS UE group, CWUS for all WUS UE groups or SWUS for a subset of all WUS UE groups.
Observation 4: The false wake up may be related to the total number of UEs and the proportion of UEs that need to be paged in one WUS group.
Observation 5: The UEs that are never or seldom paged could use PSM mode in order to maximize power savings and they are less likely to be affected by such UE-group WUS signal. Therefore, for discussion about whether the service-based grouping is needed, we can only focus on the UEs which are possible to be paged.
Observation 6: As the number of real IoT service types may be very large, it cannot be used in service type definition but only the factor which can indirectly reflect paging characteristic could be considered. Then it’s still highly possible that the UEs within a same service group are not paged at the same time and it’s inevitably a UE-group WUS signal would false wake up some of UEs in this group. The benefit of service-based grouping may be very small and not worth the complicated specification work.
Observation 7: if a service group has large number of UEs and all the UEs are awakened at the same type, the overhead or collision of paging responses for the big group may be very serious.
Observation 8: with service-based grouping, in the case that paging for the UEs in several service type groups reach at the same time, we may see several service-based WUS signals need to be sent. But with UE_ID-based grouping, it’s possible that these UEs with different “service type” are grouped together and only one WUS signal is needed.
Proposal 1: It’s suggested to allow the eNB to configure WUS group number for each gap type.
Proposal 2: It’s suggested that the Rel-16 UE supporting new type WUS would not detect legacy WUS in a R16 cell in order to reduce false wake-up and UE power consumption.
Proposal 3: It’s suggested not to support service based grouping.
Proposal 4: It’s suggested to introduce the following UE_ID based grouping scheme: 

UE sub-group ID=floor (UE_ID/A) mod B,

For eMTC:  A= N*Ns*Nn

For NB-IoT: A= N*Ns*W

Where:  

-  UE_ID: IMSI mod 16384 
-  B: the number of WUS group 
-  N: min(T,nB) 
-  Ns: max(1,nB/T) 
-  Nn: the number of paging narrowbands (for P-RNTI monitored on MPDCCH) provided in SIB
-  W: total weight of all NB-IoT paging carriers
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Annex
In following Table 1, we give an example for calculating false wake-up rate for different number of WUS UE groups, with the assumption that the total number of UEs before a certain PO and within a certain gap type is 6, and the probability that a UE is paged is 10% (e.g., p=0.1 in the following table).

Annex Table 1 (p=0.1, without common WUS)
	                    number of WUS UE groups

number of UEs 

                        that are false wake-up
paging scenarios                  and the probability
	3 groups with 2 UEs in each group
	2 groups with 3 UEs in each group

	6 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P6= p6=0.000001=0.0001%
	0 UE
	0 UE

	5 UEs are paged, the probability is:

P5=C65*p5*(1-p) =6*0.00001*0.9=0.000054≈0.005%
	1 UE, with 100% probability
	1 UE, with 100% probability

	4 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P4=C64*p4*(1-p)2=15*0.0001*0.81=0.001215≈0.12%
	0 UE, with 40% probability (Note 1)
(This is the probability that these 4 UEs belongs to 2 groups, there has no false wake-up)
2 UEs, with 60% probability (Note 2)
(This is the probability that these 4 UEs belongs to 3 groups.)
	2 UEs, with 100% probability 

(These 4 UEs must belong to 2 groups. Therefore the all the other UEs in these 2 groups would be false wake up.)

	
	60%
	100%

	3 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P3=C63*p3*(1-p)3=20*0.001*0.729=0.01458≈1.46%
	1 UE, with 67% probability (Note 3)
(This is the probability that these 3 UEs belongs to 2 groups.)
3 UEs, with 33% probability (Note 4)
(This is the probability that these 3 UEs belongs to 3 groups.)
	0 UE, with 33% probability (Note 5)
(This is the probability that these 3 UEs belongs to 1 same group, there has no false wake-up)
3 UEs, with 67% probability (Note 6)
 (This is the probability that these 3 UEs belongs to 2 groups.)

	
	100%
	67%

	2 UEs are paged, the probability is:

P2=C62*p2*(1-p)4=15*0.01*0.6561=0.098415≈9.84%
	0 UE, with 33% probability (Note 7)

(This is the probability that these 2 UEs belongs to 1 same group, there has no false wake-up)
2 UEs, with 67% probability (Note 8)

(This is the probability that these 2 UEs belongs to 2 groups.)
	1 UE, with 50% probability (Note 9)
(This is the probability that these 2 UEs belongs to 1 same groups.)
4 UEs, with 50% probability (Note 10)

(This is the probability that these 2 UEs belongs to 2 groups.)

	
	67%
	100%

	1 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P1=C61*p1*(1-p)5=6*0.1*0.59049=0.354294≈35.43%
	1 UE, with 100% probability
(This UE must belong to a certain group, the other UE in this group would be false wake up.)
	2 UEs, with 100% probability 
(This UE must belong to a certain group, the other 2 UEs in this group would be false wake up.)

	
	100%
	100%

	0 UEs are paged, the probability is:

P0= (1-p)6=0.531441≈53.14%
	0 UE
	0 UE

	Total false wake-up probability
	43.5598
(0+1*0.005+0.6*0.12+1*1.46+0.67*9.84+1*35.43+0) =
	46.3732
(0+1*0.005+1*0.12+0.67*1.46+1*9.84+1*35.43+0)

	Note 1: P= (C31*C21 * C21*C11) / ((C31*C21 * C11*C31) + (C31*C21 *C21*C11)) = 12/(18+12) = 0.4   (4 UEs belongs to 2 groups.)

Note 2: P= (C31*C21 * C11*C31) / ((C31*C21 * C11*C31) + (C31*C21 *C21*C11)) = 18/(18+12) = 0.6   (


4 UEs belongs to 3 groups.)
Note 3: P= (C31 *C21* C21) / ((C31 *C21* C21) + (C31 *C21* C11)) =12/(12+6) = 0.67  (3 UEs belongs to 2 groups among all the 3 groups.)
Note 4: P= (C31 *C21* C11) / ((C31 *C21* C21) + (C31 *C21* C21)) =6/(12+6) = 0.33    (3 UEs belongs to 3 groups.)

Note 5: P= (C21*C11* C11) / ((C21 *C11* C21) + (C21*C11* C11)) =2/(4+2) = 0.33  (3 UEs belongs to 1 same group among all the 2 groups.)
Note 6: P= (C21 *C11* C21) / ((C21 *C11* C21) + (C21*C11* C11)) =4/(4+2) = 0.67 (3 UEs belongs to 2 groups.)
Note 7: P= (C31 *C11) / ((C31 *C11) + (C31*C21)) =3/(3+6) = 0.33  (2 UEs belongs to 1 same group among all the 3 groups.)
Note 8: P= (C31 *C21) / ((C31 *C11) + (C31*C21)) =6/(3+6) = 0.67  (2 UEs belongs to 2 groups among all the 3 groups.)
Note 9: P= (C21 *C11) / ((C21 *C11) + (C21*C11)) =2/(2+2) = 0.5    (2 UEs belongs to 1 same groups among all the 2 groups)
Note 10: P= (C21 *C11) / ((C21 *C11) + (C21*C11)) =2/(2+2) = 0.5  (2 UEs belongs to 2 groups)


If the common WUS is sent when more than one WUS UE groups need to be waken up, we have the following Table 2:
Annex Table 2 (p=0.1, with common WUS)

	                    number of WUS UE groups

number of UEs 

                        that are false wake-up
paging scenarios                  and the probability
	3 groups with 2 UEs in each group
	2 groups with 3 UEs in each group

	6 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P6= p6=0.000001=0.0001%
	0 UE
	0 UE

	5 UEs are paged, the probability is:

P5=C65*p5*(1-p) =6*0.00001*0.9=0.000054≈0.005%
	1 UE, with 100% probability
	1 UE, with 100% probability

	4 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P4=C64*p4*(1-p)2=15*0.0001*0.81=0.001215≈0.12%
	2 UE, with 40% probability (Note 1)
(This is the probability that these 4 UEs belongs to 2 groups, common WUS is sent and there also has no false wake-up)
2 UEs, with 60% probability (Note 2)
(This is the probability that these 4 UEs belongs to 3 groups.)
	2 UEs, with 100% probability 

(These 4 UEs must belong to 2 groups. Therefore the all the other UEs in these 2 groups would be false wake up.)

	
	100%
	100%

	3 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P3=C63*p3*(1-p)3=20*0.001*0.729=0.01458≈1.46%
	3 UE, with 67% probability (Note 3)
(This is the probability that these 3 UEs belongs to 2 groups, common WUS is sent and UEs in the 3rd group also false wake-up)
3 UEs, with 33% probability (Note 4)
(This is the probability that these 3 UEs belongs to 3 groups.)
	0 UE, with 33% probability (Note 5)
(This is the probability that these 3 UEs belongs to 1 same group, there has no false wake-up)
3 UEs, with 67% probability (Note 6)
 (This is the probability that these 3 UEs belongs to 2 groups.)

	
	100%
	67%

	2 UEs are paged, the probability is:

P2=C62*p2*(1-p)4=15*0.01*0.6561=0.098415≈9.84%
	0 UE, with 33% probability (Note 7)

(This is the probability that these 2 UEs belongs to 1 same group, there has no false wake-up)
4 UEs, with 67% probability (Note 8)

(This is the probability that these 2 UEs belongs to 2 groups. common WUS is sent and UEs in the 3rd group also false wake-up)
	1 UE, with 50% probability (Note 9)
(This is the probability that these 2 UEs belongs to 1 same groups.)
4 UEs, with 50% probability (Note 10)

(This is the probability that these 2 UEs belongs to 2 groups.)

	
	67%
	100%

	1 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P1=C61*p1*(1-p)5=6*0.1*0.59049=0.354294≈35.43%
	1 UE, with 100% probability
(This UE must belong to a certain group, the other UE in this group would be false wake up.)
	2 UEs, with 100% probability 
(This UE must belong to a certain group, the other 2 UEs in this group would be false wake up.)

	
	100%
	100%

	0 UEs are paged, the probability is:

P0= (1-p)6=0.531441≈53.14%
	0 UE
	0 UE

	Total false wake-up rate (just to simply weighted accumulate the false wake-up rates in different scenarios according to the proportion of the scenarios)
	43.6078
(0+1*0.005+1*0.12+1*1.46+0.67*9.84+1*35.43+0) 
	46.3732
(0+1*0.005+1*0.12+0.67*1.46+1*9.84+1*35.43+0)


In the following Table 3, we give an example for calculating false wake-up probability for different number of WUS UE groups, with the assumption that the total UEs before a certain PO and within a certain gap type are 6, and the probability that each UE is paged is 40% (e.g., p=0.4 in the following table).
Annex Table 3 (p=0.4, with common WUS)
	                    number of WUS UE groups

number of UEs 

                        that are false wake-up
paging scenarios                  and the probability
	3 groups with 2 UEs in each group
	2 groups with 3 UEs in each group

	6 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P6= p6=0.46=0.004096≈0.41%
	0 UE
	0 UE

	5 UEs are paged, the probability is:

P5=C65*p5*(1-p) =6*0.01024*0.6=0.03686≈3.69%
	1 UE, with 100% probability
	1 UE, with 100% probability

	4 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P4=C64*p4*(1-p)2=15*0.0256*0.36=0.13824≈13.82%
	100%
	100%

	3 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P3=C63*p3*(1-p)3=20*0.064*0.216=0.27648≈27.65%
	100%
	67%

	2 UEs are paged, the probability is:

P2=C62*p2*(1-p)4=15*0.16*0.1296=0.31104≈31.1%
	67%
	100%

	1 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P1=C61*p1*(1-p)5=6*0.4*0.07776=0.186624≈18.66%
	100%
	100%

	0 UEs are paged, the probability is:

P0= (1-p)6=0.04666≈4.67%
	0 UE
	0 UE

	Total false wake-up probability
	84.657
(0+1*3.69+1*13.82+1*27.65+0.67*31.1+1*18.66+0)
	85.7955
(0+1*3.69+1*13.82+0.67*27.65+1*31.1+1*18.66+0) 


In the following Table 4, we give an example for calculating false wake-up probability for different number of WUS UE groups, with the assumption that the total UEs before a certain PO and within a certain gap type are 6, and the probability that each UE is paged is 50% (e.g., p=0.5 in the following table).
Annex Table 4 (p=0.5, with common WUS)
	                    number of WUS UE groups

number of UEs 

                        that are false wake-up
paging scenarios                  and the probability
	3 groups with 2 UEs in each group
	2 groups with 3 UEs in each group

	6 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P6= p6=0.56=0.015625≈1.56%
	0 UE
	0 UE

	5 UEs are paged, the probability is:

P5=C65*p5*(1-p) =6*0.015625=0.09375≈9.38%
	1 UE, with 100% probability
	1 UE, with 100% probability

	4 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P4=C64*p4*(1-p)2=15*0.015625=0.234375≈23.44%
	100%
	100%

	3 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P3=C63*p3*(1-p)3=20*0.015625=0.3125≈31.25%
	100%
	67%

	2 UEs are paged, the probability is:

P2=C62*p2*(1-p)4=15*0.015625=0.234375≈23.44%
	67%
	100%

	1 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P1=C61*p1*(1-p)5=6*0.015625=0.09375≈9.38%
	100%
	100%

	0 UEs are paged, the probability is:

P0= (1-p)6=0.56=0.015625≈1.56%
	0 UE
	0 UE

	Total false wake-up probability
	89.1548
(0+1*9.38+1*23.44+1*31.25+0.67*23.44+1*9.38+0) 
	86.5775
(0+1*9.38+1*23.44+0.67*31.25+1*23.44+1*9.38+0)


In the following Table 5, we give an example for calculating false wake-up probability for different number of WUS UE groups, with the assumption that the total UEs before a certain PO and within a certain gap type are 6, and the probability that each UE is paged is 60% (e.g., p=0.6 in the following table).
Annex Table 5 (p=0.6, with common WUS)
	                    number of WUS UE groups

number of UEs 

                        that are false wake-up
paging scenarios                  and the probability
	3 groups with 2 UEs in each group
	2 groups with 3 UEs in each group

	6 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P6= p6=0.66=0.04666≈4.67%
	0 UE
	0 UE

	5 UEs are paged, the probability is:

P5=C65*p5*(1-p) =6*0.07776*0.4=0.186624≈18.66%
	1 UE, with 100% probability
	1 UE, with 100% probability

	4 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P4=C64*p4*(1-p)2=15*0.1296*0.16=0.31104≈31.1%
	100%
	100%

	3 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P3=C63*p3*(1-p)3=20*0.216*0.064=0.27648≈27.65%
	100%
	67%

	2 UEs are paged, the probability is:

P2=C62*p2*(1-p)4=15*0.36*0.0256=0.13824≈13.82%
	67%
	100%

	1 UEs are paged, the probability is:
P1=C61*p1*(1-p)5=6*0.6*0.01024=0.03686≈3.69%
	100%
	100%

	0 UEs are paged, the probability is:

P0= (1-p)6=0.46=0.004096≈0.41%
	0 UE
	0 UE

	Total false wake-up probability
	90.3594
(0+1*18.66+1*31.1+1*27.65+0.67*13.82+1*3.69+0) 
	85.7955
(0+1*18.66+1*31.1+0.67*27.65+1*13.82+1*3.69+0)
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