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1 Introduction

CB: # 74_PendingDataIndication

-  OK to work on NG HO req

- clarify why mod req, UE info transfer, conn est req?

- “shall if supported” vs. “may”?

- merge/revise if agreeable

- check details

(QC - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-206928
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
Propose the following:
R3-20xxxa, R3-20xxxc merged

R3-20xxxc rev [in xxxg] – agreed

R3-20xxxd rev [in xxxh] – agreed

R3-20xxxe rev [in xxxi] – agreed

R3-20xxxf rev [in xxxj] – endorsed

Propose to capture the following:

Agreement text…
Agreement text…

WA: carefully crafted text…

Issue 1: no consensus

Issue 2: issue is acknowledged; need to further check the impact on xxx. May be possible to address with a pure st2 change. To be continued…
3 Discussion
The CRs under discussion are in [1-4]. In the first round, it is proposed to capture views and arguments on each individual proposal / topic, and then decide how to proceed based on the outcomes.

In the following we use ECT for Extended Connected Time!

3.1 Adding ECT to Handover Request
It seems all companies are agreed with this, and it is consistent with SA2, hence 
Proposal 1: ECT is added to Handover Request
If agreed, no need to comment! :)

	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	OK

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.2 Adding ECT to Connection Establishment Indication [1]
The legacy Pending Data Indicator was not included in the CEI message, probably because this is to be used in CP-CIoT, for which other means have so far been envisaged (e.g. End Indicator). However 

Please provide your view on this. 
	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	Was not in SA2 LS.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.3 Adding ECT to UE Context Modification [3]

The legacy Pending Data Indicator was not included in this message, so this requires some analysis and justification (see discussion in R3-206570). 

Please provide your view on this. 
	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	No. Don’t see the need.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.4 Adding ECT to UE Information Transfer [4]

Currently this message / procedure is NB-IOT specific, and the legacy Pending Data Indicator was included in this message. 

Please provide your view on this. 
	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	Was not in SA2 LS

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.5 Defining zero value of ECT as similar to PDI [2]

In [2] it is proposed to interpret the zero value of ECT in a similar way to PDI i.e. CN is aware of pending data, but no specific timer is provided to the RAN. 

Please provide your view on this. 
	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	OK otherwise value 0 could be interpreted as immediate release.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.6 Procedural text for ECT [3,4]

In [3,4] it is proposed to change “shall if supported” to “may”. The justification in R3-206570 seems to imply that a supporting implementation may in certain cases not apply the ECT value. 

Please provide your view on this. 
	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	“Shall if supported” seems good enough. It doesn’t force implementations to support it.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


4 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
If needed
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