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Introduction
RAN3 received LS from RAN2 in [1]. There are two questions have been raised about mismatched understanding of “last used cell” and problematic scenario. In this paper, we discuss them respectively and give us proposals.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]Discussion
1. 
2. 
2.1. Mismatched understanding about the ‘last used cell’
RAN2 understands that the UE assumes the ‘last used cell’ is a cell by which the last connection was released, but CN may not update the ‘last used cell’ to that cell if CN was not involved in such connection release. 
To solve this issue, one potential solution is to reuse LTE method, i.e. to introduce ‘no last cell update’ indication in RRCRelease message for NR PEI. RAN2 would like to ask:
Question 1: Whether the mismatched understanding about the ‘last used cell’ between UE and NW still exists in NR, if so, whether the LTE method (i.e. to introduce ‘no last cell update’ indication in RRCRelease Message) can be reused?
We found the misunderstanding may happen in case of MME overload for CP CIoT when trace back to the previous discussion. In LS out from RAN3 [2],
RAN3 has identified at least one case (i.e. MME overload for CP CIoT) where the associated condition requires receiving msg5, and therefore RAN3 confirms that the described problem scenario can occur. RAN3 does not expect the scenario to be frequent. 
The reason why we confirm this case in LTE is that “whether support up-CIoT-EPS-Optimisation” is contained in the msg5 which is specific because cause is usually conveyed in msg3. It can be found in [3],
If the Overload Action IE in the Overload Response IE within the OVERLOAD START message is set to
· "not accept RRC connection requests for data transmission from UEs that only support Control Plane CIoT EPS Optimisation" (i.e. not accept traffic corresponding to RRC cause "mo-data" or "delayTolerantAccess" in TS36.331 [16] for those UEs), or
If MME indicates eNB not to accept UE of Control Plane CIoT EPS Optimisation due to MME load, then the NG-RAN would release UE directly after receiving msg5 without notifying MME. Therefore, the RRC connection was successfully released from the UE point of view, but from the MME point of view, the MME has never seen the UE.
However, we do not have this scenario in NR base on TS38.413.  The mismatched understanding about the ‘last used cell’ between UE and NW does not exist in NR.
Proposal 1: The mismatched understanding about the ‘last used cell’ between UE and NW does not exist in NR.
2.2. Problematic scenario
In addition, RAN2 also have discussed one problematic scenario where certain gNB(s) within a RNA does not support CN-assigned subgrouping but others do.
Question 2: Whether this problematic scenario can be avoided or needs to be resolved through signaling?
If we support the scenario mentioned in the LS [1], the UE will try to receive paging message according to the CN-assigned subgroup ID. But the current camped cell that supports CN assigned subgrouping will page UE by using legacy paging due to the lack of the CN assigned information. 
However, we think this scenario is a corner case. The CN-assigned subgrouping is per RA which means that all gNBs in RA support (the same total number) CN-assigned subgroup ID. This problematic scenario can be avoided through implementation.
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Conclusion
Proposal 1: The mismatched understanding about the ‘last used cell’ between UE and NW does not exist in NR.
Proposal 2: This problematic scenario can be avoided through implementation.
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