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1
Overall description

RAN2 discussed whether UE power consumption can be optimized further when AS RAI is indicated if eNB can release the UE immediately, i.e., without waiting for an acknowledgement from the MME/AMF if the UE indicates AS RAI implying that no further data are expected from the S-GW/UPF.

RAN2 observed the optimization can be beneficial to maximize UE power savings, however some companies expressed they do not think the power consumption gains would be significant in all cases.

Some companies have expressed concerns with eNB immediately releasing UE could in some cases lead to state mismatch between UE and CN and in increased power consumption and signalling load.




2
Actions
To SA2 and RAN3:


ACTION: RAN2 kindly asks SA2 and RAN3 to take above information into account and whether the concern on releasing the UE and state mismatch between UE and CN can be addressed.
3
Dates of the next TSG-RAN WG2 meetings

TSG-RAN WG2#111


17th - 28th Aug 2020
Online meeting
TSG-RAN WG2#112


2nd – 13th Nov 2020
Online meeting

�An action from this LS is directly to SA2. If SA2 decides to take any action, then they can inform RAN3 if necessary. See no need for RAN2 to take-up RAN3 time unnecessarily.


�The scope of this offline discussion based on the agreement is: "Scope: Draft a LS to SA2 and RAN3 on AS RAI and optimization of release."





The LS would be for information so I think RAN3 can be involved as well already.


��This does not reflect the discussion accurately





�RAI indicates whether UE expect DL packet in response to UL packet.  It is not predicting the downlink data  availability at UPF


�not needed . they know that


�we have agreed not to ask for anything, just a LS for information


�The original wording (before QC change) also doesn't ask anything specific and prefer that. Also, as a specific concern has been raised we can indicate that. 





