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1. Overall Description
RAN2 thank to SA2 for their LS in R2-132282/S2-133078 on UEPCOP CT considerations.
Upon the request from SA” in LS (R2-130685), RAN2 already had provided the initial feedback in LS, R2-132189 and further have investigated further. As SA2 indicated that solutions in clause 7.1.3.4.3 and 7.1.3.5 of TR 23.883 are dropped in SA2 in R2-132282/S2-133078, RAN2 focussed only the remaining solutions.

Solution 1a: Extended DRX in idle mode (7.1.3.1)
The implementation complexity and performance degradation (e.g, paging delivery delay, cell reselection delay, call setup delay, etc) does not seem to justify the possible gain. Besides, depending on the actually extended DRX cycle, the amount of impact to specifications as well as to implementation can be quite significant. Therefore, RAN2 does not recommend SA2 to continue discussing this solution.

Solution 1b: Extended DRX using UE Assistance Information (7.1.3.2)
Same problems as listed under Solution 1a are applicable. Besides, the current definition of PPI from UE does not expect excessive delay in paging. Therefore, RAN2 does not recommend SA2 to continue discussing this solution.
Solution 2a: Long DRX cycles in connected mode (7.1.3.6)

This solution may create significant system performance degradation like handover failure and/or increasing RLF in addition to DL packet delay. Therefore, RAN2 does not recommend SA2 to continue discussing this solution.
Solution 4a: New Dormant State (7.1.3.3)

Due to the additional parameter implementation and interaction between AS and NAS, UE implementation may become complex. Also comparing to attach/detach, from power consumption point of view, there does not seem to be big different. Therefore, from RAN2 point of view, RAN2 prefers reusing existing solution which is attach/detach. Therefore, RAN2 does not recommend SA2 to continue discussing this solution.
General remarks and conclusion: Due to the performance degradation in many aspects, RAN2 felt that the solutions listed above are not suitable for smart phone application but rather for some MTC application which can tolerate very long delay. Considering the limitation of the applicability of the solution (i.e, applicable only some MTC applications), RAN2 has a preference not developing a new solution but rather reusing the existing mechanism. (i.e, attach/detach)
2. Actions:

To SA2
ACTION: 
RAN2 kindly asks SA2 to take above remarks and conclusion into consideration.
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