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1	Overall description
First of all, CT1 thanks RAN2 for their LS in C1-164472/ R2-167314 on the progress and questions for the light connection.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK3]CT1 has discussed the questions based on the information provided in the incoming LS and would like to provide some preliminary answers below:
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]Q1: RAN2 would kindly like to ask CT1 to consider potential NAS impacts that ECM state mismatch between the MME and UE could bring (e.g. Periodic tracking area update) if modelling B is used or any other.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK5][CT1 answers] Since RAN2 asked CT1 more generally to "provide analyses regarding possible impact caused by different modelling", CT1 have taken a preliminary discussion on both modelling A and B and observed potential impacts on both modelling A and B. But, it would be difficult to provide the answers promptly without deep analysis on this issue. This is the first time CT1 to be involved and no discussion paper tabled in this meeting. 
Overall, CT1 needs more time to study the requirements in detail, before a well-founded decision between modelling A and B can be taken and likely needs more information provided by the RAN2 as input.

Q2: In R13, if RRC resume procedure is used the eNB should be allowed to trigger the fallback procedure to establish the RRC connection upon RRC connection setup, the RRC layer will indicate the upper layers that the RRC connection resume has been fallbacked. RAN2 would kindly like to ask CT1 about the feasibility of fallback to RRC Connection establishment in the case of modelling A.
[CT1 answers] Since Rel-8, CT1 has below TAU trigger (in TS 24.301, subclause 5.3.1.3) to re-establish the RRC connection for the UE in the EMM-CONNECTED mode based on the "RRC Connection failure" indication from the AS layer:
“i)	when the UE receives an indication of "RRC Connection failure" from the lower layers and has no signalling or user uplink data pending (i.e when the lower layer requests NAS signalling connection recovery);”
Additionally, for the suspend/resume mechanism defined in Rel-13 for user plane CIoT EPS optimization, the NAS protocol supports the fallback to legacy RRC Connection establishment for the UE in EMM-IDLE mode (see below text in TS 24.301, subclause 5.3.1.3):
“-	Upon indication from the lower layers that the RRC connection resume has been fallbacked  when in EMM-IDLE mode with suspend indication, the UE shall enter EMM-IDLE mode without suspend indication, send any pending initial NAS message and proceed as if RRC connection establishment had been requested;”
[bookmark: _GoBack]Regarding RAN2's question about the feasibility of fallback to RRC Connection establishment in the case of modelling A, CT1 note that it is different from the fallback in the resume mechanism defined in Rel-13 which is only used for the UE in EMM-IDLE mode. CT1 further note that e.g. for the case where the UE originally tries to send an ESM message, the fallback implies that NAS needs to perform a TAU or service request procedure before it can reattempt the ESM signalling.
CT1 needs more time to study in detail how to implement the fallback to RRC Connection establishment in the case of modelling A, but for the above reasons CT1 assume that the fallback will require an explicit interaction between AS and NAS. So it will probably be more similar to the above TAU trigger or a similar trigger for a service request specified in the current CT1 specification. CT1 may need more information provided by the RAN2 as input to study this.
2	Actions
To RAN2:
ACTION: CT1 kindly asks RAN2 to take note of the information provided above and provide further information if RAN2 thinks useful for CT1 to study the required work.
3	Dates of next TSG CT WG1 meetings
TSG CT WG1 Meeting 101	14-18 November 2016	Reno (NV), USA
TSG CT WG1 Meeting 101bis	16-20 January 2017   TBD (North America)
TSG CT WG1 Meeting 102	13-17 February	Dubrovnik, Croatia, EU
