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1. Overall Description:

RAN2 has discussed the LP-WUS subgrouping, and concluded on the following:
1)
The PEI subgrouping method is taken as baseline for LP-WUS subgrouping, i.e. CN assigned and UE_ID based subgrouping. The maximum number of subgroups is still FFS and being discussed in RAN1. 


2)
RAN2 understand that if UE is configured with CN-based LP-WUS subgrouping, it is up to CN to assign the LP-WUS subgroup ID to the UE.
3)
For CN assigned LP-WUS subgrouping, RAN2 assumes similar procedure for PEI will be used for LP-WUS subgrouping. Final design is up to SA2/CT1/RAN3 discussion. 

4)
For UE_ID based subgrouping, similar formula defined for PEI subgrouping is reused for LP-WUS subgrouping.
 




2. Actions:

To RAN WG3, SA WG2, CT WG1:
RAN2 kindly request RAN3/SA2/CT1 to take the above information into account during the future work, and provide feedback, if any.

3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:

TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #128

18th Nov. – 22nd Nov. 2024




Orlando, USA

TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #129

17th Feb. – 21st Feb. 2025




Athens, Greece

�Some modification on the original agreement. 


�Thanks Chenli for preparing this LS. I see the intention of this sentence. But during online discussion, we agree to just capture our agreements. So it’s better to keep the original wording, not mention RAN1 here.





Moreover, another agreement which we made in RAN2#126, can also be captured in this LS as following:





RAN2 assume the maximum number of subgroups that can be configured for LP-WUS subgrouping is no less than 8.


�We think the issue of independent subgroup ID is important to be raised as the UE may monitor both LP-WUS and PEI, if the UE belonging to the same LP-WUS/PEI subgroup is assigned to the same PEI/LP-WUS subgroup, subgroup mechanism is somehow useless…


We suggest to mention the following information:





In order to allow UE to use LP-WUS together with PEI to reduce paging false alarm rate, it is expected independent subgroup ID is applied for a UE (e.g., the UE belonging to the same LP-WUS/PEI subgroup is expected to be assigned to different PEI/LP-WUS subgroup).








�NO. That was discussed online and not agreed. Let’s just capture what has been agreed.


�Agree with Xiaomi. RAN2 agreed that the same formula is re-used for LP-WUS:





=> For UE_ID based subgrouping, similar formula defined for PEI subgrouping is reused for LP-WUS subgrouping.





PS: even in case RAN2 would have decided otherwise for UE_ID based subgrouping, there is no impact on other WGs. Bullet 2 also indicates that CN-assigned subgrouping is up to CN implementation. 


�We are fine to not consider this false alarm issue in this LS since there is no clear agreement. But just want to clarify that even for the CN-based subgroup ID, the same issue still exists, so it is better to let CN know this situation for better CN-based subgroup ID assignment (even though by implementation)…





