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1
Scenario
This document summarizes the offline discussion on RRC_INACTIVE mode during this meeting.
2
Discussion
First at all it should be noticed that there is a fundamental disagreement on aim of the feature (TR 38.804) i.e:
“A UE in RRC_INACTIVE should incur minimum signalling to fulfil the control latency requirement and minimise power consumption comparable to LTE RRC_IDLE and resource costs in the RAN/CN making it possible to maximise the number of UEs utilising and benefiting from this state.”
The disagreement comes from different interpretations of the quoted statement above, i.e. whether the statement above focusses on all mentioned aspects (latency, power consumption, maximising UEs benefiting), or latency as higher priority. It was debated whether e.g.: 

-  Fulfil the control latency requirement vs. power consumption comparable to RRC_IDLE and resource costs in the RAN/CN;
- Optimisation of the paging signalling vs. trade off between signalling and paging;

- Focus on limit scenario vs. open more, i.e, requirement is only “control latency requirement” or more … ;
- The consumption comparable to LTE RRC_IDLE is marginal or not;
- etc …

This disagreement is reflected in the fact that “when Xn link” is not available either:
· It is beneficial to keep the UE in RRC_INACTIVE mode or let the UE move IDLE
· It is beneficial to have a single solution or one for latency requirement and one for the power consumption

· Etc ..

As consequence any decision on the following topics will be affected; RNA definition, Xn not available in RNA, what happen when UE moves outside the RNA, configuration of the RNA…
It must be noticed there is no company which challenges the possibility to “fulfil the control latency requirement” when Xn is available.
With regards to this discussion, in order to progress it was decided to focus on scenarios description.

Unfortunately there was no agreement on how to define the scenarios themselves with regards of these two flavours:

.

1) Along the quoted statement in 38.804 consider it is not possible to deduce a single aspect only on which RRC_INACTIVE solutions should focus then define a set of scenarios with Xn consecration only:

· When Xn is available

· When Xn is not available 
2) By focusing on latency aspects, then on the RNA UE context retrieval and RAN paging, define a set of partitioned scenarios with Xn and RNA consideration:

· Xn available in the RNA

· Xn is not available in the RNA

· UE moves outside the RNA Xn available

· UE moves outside the RNA Xn not available

3
Conclusions
It is proposed by next meeting to clarify the 2 scenario approaches then select a set of scenarios as priority for rel-15.
