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1. Overall Description:
RAN3 would like to thank SA2 for the reply LS on system support for WUS. RAN3 understands that RAN2 identified a potential problem scenario where a UE could be unreachable for a period if it remains in the same cell, after a release occurs and the S1 connection was not established. RAN3 also thinks that other scenarios (e.g. reset) could lead to a similar result. The common characteristic of these scenarios seems to be the following:

· eNB sends RRCConnectionRelease to UE
· There is no associated UE Context Release procedure in S1AP

RAN3 thinks that these scenarios are possible but rare, since for example the overload related scenario may never happen in most networks (for background, see the LS received from SA2 in R3-151340/S2-152692). 

RAN3 has also noted that the eNB is fully aware of these events. RAN3 has therefore identified several possible solutions within the RAN e.g.

· eNB disables WUS for a period after above event (i.e. SIB WUS indicator is not broadcast)
· eNB uses WUS for all WUS-supporting UEs for a period after above event
· eNB adds indicator in RRCConnectionRelease so that UE changes behaviour (for example, UE does not use WUS until it receives RRCConnectionRelease without an indicator after future access)

The first two options are quite simple and could even be a matter of operator configuration, since they provide different trade-offs. Both carry some inefficiencies, since they either use WUS unnecessarily, or remove WUS for a period. The inefficiency depends partly on how often the above events might happen in a network, and also for how long the eNB should maintain the modified behaviour (which is related to the maximum periodic TAU timer).

[bookmark: _GoBack]The third option would modify only the behaviour of the affected UE and is therefore likely to be more efficient since targeted at specific UE(s), however this is in RAN2’s domain, and RAN3 does not know whether such a change in RRC could be considered at this stage.

In conclusion, RAN3 confirms the scenario and thinks that solutions are available as described. Further, since the identified events are rare, RAN3 recommends addressing them with eNB implementation options such as solutions 1 or 2.

2. Actions:
To RAN WG2, SA WG2.
ACTION: 	RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 and SA2 to take the above information into account.

3. Date of Next RAN3 Meetings:
RAN3#110-e	TBD (November 2020)	Electronic meeting
