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1. Overall Description:

RAN3 thank RAN1 and SA2 for their LSs on Paging for MTC.
With respect to LS R1-145454/R3-150008, 

· RAN3 acknowledge that it is beneficial for the eNB to know that the page UE is a Rel-13 low complexity UE and/or is using Coverage Enhancements. Such information can be included in the UE Radio Capability for Paging IE without impacting RAN3 specifications.
With respect to LSs S2-150697/R3-150344,
· RAN3 understand that RAN1 indicated in R1-150924/R3-150503 that:
· The eNB determines the required amount of CE techniques based on both static and dynamic information. This answers completely Question 1 of S2-150697/R3-150344.
· Information about whether UEs are in good or bad coverage need to be available at eNB.
· Consequently, RAN3 would like to answer the following to SA2’s questions:
· Q2. Is there benefit to store the information about whether the UEs (in idle mode) are in good or bad coverage in CN, in order for some information to be later contained in paging message to eNB? 

· Answer: Taking RAN1’s input into account, yes, it is beneficial to store in the MME the latest available CE level information for connected mode UEs so that it can be used later during paging.
· Q3: Is it important that the CN ONLY sends S1 interface paging to the last used eNB (e.g. would the RAN be adversely impacted if other eNBs received the request paging indicating “coverage enhancement required”)?
· Answer: Sending S1 paging to the last used eNB only would be beneficial, because it would reduce the amount of paging messages over S1. Paging other eNBs with ‘coverage enhancements required’ should be limited.
· Q4: Is there benefit to indicate to the eNB whether the page is an e.g. 1st page or 2nd, or last page from the MME for that UE?
· It might be beneficial to indicate to the eNB whether the page is, e.g., the 1st, 2nd or last page attempt for a given UE, but further clarifications from RAN1 on the type of strategy to be applied are needed in order to evaluate the real benefits.
· Q5: Is there a benefit for the MME to potentially cancel paging when the UE has responded to the MME in order to avoid the other eNBs in the paging area to send further paging over the air?
· Yes, it might be beneficial for an MME to potentially cancel a paging and indicating so to the eNB(s).
2. Actions:

To SA2 and RAN1 groups.

ACTION: 
RAN3 kindly ask RAN1 and SA2 to take the above answers into account.
3. Date of Next RAN3 Meetings:

RAN3#88
25th– 29th May

Fukuoka, Japan
RAN3#89
24th – 28th August

Beijing (TBC), China

