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1. Overall Description:

RAN3 thanks SA2 for the LS on issues with AS Release Indicator. RAN3 understands that SA2 is concerned that the eNB may either autonomously release the RRC connection or initiate a release process that the MME must comply with, despite the need to perform actions that the eNB/UE are not aware of.
Addressing SA2’s specific questions:
Question 1: Can RAN2/RAN3 confirm the above understanding? 

This question refers to the assumption that MME stays in control if the eNB sends a UE Context Release Request to the MME based on the RAI in AS and waits for the response from the MME (e.g. UE Context Release Command) before releasing the UE's RRC connection. The two critical points are:
· No autonomous release in this use case

· Possibility for the MME to ignore or postpone the release request in case of pending actions
According to TS 36.413, “the UE Context Release procedure should be initiated upon reception of a UE CONTEXT RELEASE REQUEST message”. This implies that in most circumstances the eNB should wait for the command from the MME before releasing RRC resources. There are known use cases where this is not possible, for example:
· failure cases (e.g. RLF, or local failures in the eNB itself) – where the RRC connection is no longer operational;
· redirection e.g. CSFB where the RRC procedure (release with redirection) is performed based on CSFB request received from the MME, and S1 context release is performed after the redirection.
In RAN3’s understanding, reception of the AS RAI indicates an expectation of future inactivity from the UE’s point of view, but logically this should not trigger autonomous release for the reasons mentioned in the LS. In that sense, this is similar to the normal UE inactivity use case, which does not justify pre-emptive release. A reasonable implementation should take this indication into account while monitoring DL traffic (CP and UP) and might for example use shorter inactivity timers before initiating the S1 release procedure.

The second issue is whether the MME has the option to ignore or postpone handling the request if for example has MT data or SMS pending. As mentioned above, the link between the two procedures (UE Context Release Request and UE Context Release) is in the form of a “should”, which provides some freedom for the MME precisely for the type of event described in the LS. 
In conclusion, RAN3 thinks that

· the eNB may trigger UE Context Release Request on reception of the AS RAI, and 
· the MME is recommended but not mandated to proceed with release, and the scenario described by SA2 justifies an exception since the MME may be aware of reasons why release may not be desirable. 
Question 2: Are there any already defined cause codes defined in TS 36.413 that are indicated by the eNB to the MME in the UE Context Release Request for which the MME should release the UE despite pending downlink data/signalling? 

RAN3 would like to clarify that receiver behaviour is not mandated based on cause values in TS 36.413 (and generally in RAN3 specifications). Implementations can of course make use of cause values (as well as build metrics out of them).

For some cause values related to use cases already described in this LS (e.g. “Radio Connection With UE Lost”, “CS Fallback triggered”), it would be pointless for the MME to initiate further actions. However, there is no specified relationship between release cause value and MME release behaviour in RAN3 specifications defined so far. 

Since implementations can take the cause value into account, RAN3 thinks that it is preferable to introduce a new cause value for this use case. This would remove any potential ambiguity in the interaction between eNB and MME
2. Actions:

To SA WG2:

ACTION: 
RAN3 respectfully requests SA2 to take the above into account, and provide feedback if any
3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG3 Meetings:
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