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1. Introduction
SA2 has sent an LS S2-2301858 to RAN3 as below.
	1. Overall Description:
SA2 thanks RAN3 for the answers provided in S2-2300055/R3-226776 and waits for further responses for issues that RAN3 indicated with no agreement yet.

SA2 would also like to inform RAN3 and RAN2 that SA2 agreed CRs related to the triggering of the RAN request for CN to handle the MT communication and related to the eDRX parameter handling for RRC_INACTIVE.

SA2 would like to check the understanding of the first bullet in the reply from RAN3:
1. On the triggering criteria for gNB sending a CN based MT communication handling request to CN, it is decided by RAN3 to leave it to network implementation.
SA2 would like to clarify further that the scope of CN based MT communication handling request to CN is for eDRX cycle lengths larger than 10.24s, as for values equal or smaller than 10.24s there is no needed action from 5GC as per Rel-17 solution. However, the RAN3 answer is unclear on whether the scope of the answer is (1) for eDRX cycle lengths larger than 10.24s or (2) for any eDRX cycle length (included <=10.24s). SA2 assumes it is only for values larger than 10.24s (1), but would like to ask RAN3 for clarification, especially if the intention was (2).


2. Actions:
To RAN3, RAN2
ACTION: 	SA2 kindly asks RAN3 and RAN2 to take above information into consideration and provide feedback as requested.



This paper addresses to answer the question as indicated in the income LS.
2. Discussion
In legacy, UE in IDLE mode uses CN based solution and UE in RRC_inactive mode uses RAN based solution.
In this Rel-18 WID, for UE in RRC_inactive mode and supporting eDRX cycle lengths larger than 10.24s, it uses enhanced CN based solution. 
In the last RAN3 #118 meeting, RAN3 agreed that on the triggering criteria for gNB sending a CN based MT communication handling request to CN, it is decided by RAN3 to leave it to network implementation.
In our view, only in case of eDRX cycle lengths larger than 10.24s, the gNB sends the CN based MT communication handling request to CN. 
In our view, in case of eDRX cycle lengths equal to or less than 10.24s, the gNB does not need to send this request to CN, the reason can be seen as below.
1) We shall reused legacy RAN based solution, it can reduce latency by avoiding NG signaling which is added for supporting the Rel-18 WID (i.e., supporting eDRX cycle lengths larger than 10.24s).
2) It is a new feature/function for RAN, if we agree that in case of eDRX cycle lengths equal to or less than 10.24s, Rel-18 RAN uses enhanced CN based solution but legacy RAN uses RAN based solution.
3) It is out of scope of the WID object.
In short, we provide the following proposal.
Proposal 1: RAN3 confirms that the scope of CN based MT communication handling request to CN is for eDRX cycle lengths larger than 10.24s, as for values equal or smaller than 10.24s there is no needed action from 5GC as per Rel-17 solution.
We also provide the corresponding reply LS.
