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Discussion and decision
1 Introduction

This contribution provides a brief summary of the e-mail discussion regarding the introduction of a Common UE assistance procedure. The e-mail discussion included the review of a proposed CR to 36.331 but did not result in an agreed CR, as there was no consensus regarding the introduction of a common procedure. On the other hand, several companies provided useful comments resulting in an updated CR.

This report briefly focuses on the discussion regarding whether or not to introduce the common procedure, summarising the main considerations provided.
2 Discussion

Whether or not to introduce the procedure
Although there seems to be quite general support to align the wording used in the procedural sections for the different indications, a number of concerns were expressed regarding the introduction of a common procedure:

· 
Effort: One of the concerns raised was that introduction of a common procedure will require quite a bit of effort and discussion time that is better used to finalise the remaining issues concerning IDC and PPI

· 
Rapporteur remarked that the common procedure actually introduced very litte specific text, as shown by a previous contribution. There was also a suggestion to evaluate the use of common procedure at a later point in time i.e. when IDC and PPI issues have been resolved. Given the ASN.1 impact this seems difficult

· 
Independency: Another point that was highlighted is that the status indications are independent features suggesting that use of a common procedure would limit the possibility to introduce differences

· 
It was indicated that there are several other similar cases of procedures including unrelated independent elements e.g. the connection reconfiguration, measurement reporting, and the UE information procedures as well as the UE capabilities.

· 
Readability: It was questioned if the use of a common procedure would improve readability
· 
This seems to be somewhat subjective - more like a matter of taste.

· 
Combined transmission: It was indicated that the trigger conditions for the different indications are quite different, suggesting that indications would never be send together in the same message

· 
A number of companies however indicated that the UE may indeed include multiple indications in the same message, e.g. following handover or configuration, and that it would be beneficial if the specifications support this. Some companies even suggested a UE may delay a status indication to increase the likelihood of joint transmission. It does however seem unlikely that in reality a significant portion of the status indications would be carried in a combined message.

· 
A combined message is assumed to result in somewhat less overhead, and in reduced processing.
It was indicated that a common procedure was not mainly driven by technical benefits, but rather to improve the specification. In particular:

· 
Specification quality: It was indicated that the common procedure was proposed mainly to ensure consistency, to have a common framework e.g. for the handling upon handover and to keep the specification concise (e.g. suppose we add another single bit indication in future)
· 
It was remarked that, although a common procedure may facilitate alignment, consistency and commonality it is also possible to achieve this without introducing a common procedure
In summary: among the companies that expressed an opinion there does not seem to be consensus about whether or not to introduce a common procedure. Unfortunately, the number of companies that participated in the discussion was somewhat limited. Furthermore there is a relation to the e-mail discussion [79bis#30] [LTE/RRC] Transmissions of UE initiated messages. Hence it seems preferable not to make a final conclusion at this stage. Instead it is suggested that RAN2 is further discusses and concludes the issue during RAN2#80, taking into account the information expressed during the e-mail discusson.

Proposal 1
RAN2 is requested to further discuss and conclude whether or not to introduce a common UE assistance procedure.

Main discussion regarding the proposed CR

The main issues handled as part of the review of the proposed CR were as follows:

· 
Other configuration: Quite a bit of support was expressed to improve and align the handling of the otherConfig, as included in the draft CR

· 
Use of single message: The original CR included a section specifying that the UE is required to include multiple status indications in the same message if they are simultaneously triggered e.g. as may happen when the network simultaneously configures a number of such indications. As several companies expressed concerns about introducing such a UE requirement, indicating this can be left to UE implementation, the section was removed

· 
Support of 'no info' and 'clear': It was questioned if the joint transmission still makes it possible to distinguish the case that no information is provided for a particular indication, and the case a 'clear' is provided for a particular indication. It was pointed out that there are two optionality levels i.e:

· 
a first level indicating whether or not information is provided concerning a particular indication,

· 
a second level within the information for a particular indication to indicate 'no MBMS interest', 'IDC problem terminated, 'no longer low power preference'
· 
Structure & wording: There were some comments regarding structure and wording

In case RAN2 agrees to introduce a common UE assistance procedure, the rapporteur suggests RAN2 to review and agree the updated CR resulting from the e-mail discussion.
Proposal 2
If RAN2 concludes to introduce the common UE assistance procedure, RAN2 is requested to review and agree the updated CR resulting from the e-mail discussion
3 Conclusion & recommendation
This paper aims to briefly summarise the discussion on whether or not to introduce a common UE assistance procedure and the review of the associated CR. As the e-mail discussion did not result in a firm conclusion, RAN2 is requested to conclude the following proposals:

Proposal 1
RAN2 is requested to further discuss and conclude whether or not to introduce a common UE assistance procedure.

Proposal 2
If RAN2 concludes to introduce the common UE assistance procedure, RAN2 is requested to review and agree the updated CR resulting from the e-mail discussion
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