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1. Introduction

This is the summary for the following email discussion:
CB: # NBIOT-MTC2_Email_MT_EDT
- stage3 text clarification for UE category information? (NN)
- cleanup on the codepoint for the Pending data Indication IE (Qualcomm)
-  revs if needed, check further details

(Qualcomm - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-202485
2. Summary for the chairman’s notes 

The following is the agreement from this discussion

· Agree the TP in R3-201799 

3. Discussion
There are two submitted TPs to TS 36.413 (R3-201759, Nokia, and R3-201799, Qualcomm). The two documents have independent proposals which may be considered separately as below.

Topic 1: Stage 3 text clarification for UE category information
The document in R3-201759 notes that RAN2 agreed to follow a point of discussion in RAN3, and introduce CatM1, M2 and NB1, NB2 categories in the UE Radio capability for paging to help eNB determine whether to use paging MT EDT procedure on the radio. It also notes that this information enables a decision to be made by the eNB (on whether to trigger RRC MT-EDT procedures), although it does not guarantee successful MT-EDT procedure due to radio conditions.
The proposal is to add a sentence on the handling of Data Size IE, stating that the eNB takes “into account the UE category information if supported and received in the UE Radio Capability for Paging IE as specified in TS 36.300 [14]”. As a minor detail, the word “described” is changed to “specified”.
Q1: Do you agree with the change proposed in R3-201759? Any comments, changes, etc?
Moderator suggestion based on inputs: given the text in 36.300, agree that the change in stage 3 is not needed
	Company
	Agree, yes/no
	Comment 

	Nokia
	Yes
	Seems reasonable.

	Ericsson
	No
	This sounds very much like over-specification

	Qualcomm
	No
	
I now recall I had checked stage 2 and decided not to have a paper on this because of the point made below by Huawei. This seems sufficient already. 

	Huawei
	No
	Share the view with E///.

Do not see the need to have such description, already refers to 36.300. See the description in 36.300, section 7.3c.2

3. If the data can fit in one single downlink transmission according to the UE category included in the UE Radio Capability for Paging provided in the S1-AP Paging message, the eNB includes mt-EDT indication in the Paging message for the UE.

	LG
	No
	Same view with Ericsson and Huawei.

	ZTE
	No
	It has already be captured in TS 36.300 and TS 36.300 has already be referred to(e.g. “as described in TS 36.300 [14]”)., which is enough 

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Topic 2: Change of procedural text related to handling of “Pending Data Indication”
The document in R3-201799 further discusses the issues related to having a second codepoint for Pending Data Indication, which was deleted from the baseline CR at the last meeting. The change being proposed in the TP is that “and set to true” is deleted. 

This phrase was added as part of the FFS introduction of the second codepoint, later deleted. The argument is that at the point of deletion, this change was overlooked and should also be reverted.

Q2: Do you agree with the change proposed in R3-201799? 
Moderator suggestion based on inputs: Agree TP in R3-201799
	Company
	Agree, yes/no
	Comment 

	Nokia 
	Yes
	Sounds reasonable given the background.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	Huawei
	Yes
	

	LG
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


