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1. Introduction
This document is the summary of the offline email discussion “[AT115-e][402][eMTC R16] Paging resource determination”, as indicated below:

·  [AT115-e][402][eMTC R16] Paging resource determination(ZTE)
Scope: Check whether the intention is agreeable and there is sufficient support in principle; collect initial comments.

Intended outcome: Report in R2-2108907
            Deadline: Wednesday 2021-08-18 12:00 UTC
2. Contact information
Please provide your contact information when responding:

	Company
	Contact Name
	Email

	ZTE
	Ting Lu
	lu.ting@zte.com.cn

	Qualcomm
	Mungal Dhanda
	mdhanda@qti.qualcomm.com

	
	
	


3. Discussion

This offline is to check whether the intention of the following CRs is agreeable.
[1] R2-2107769
36304_Correction on paging resource determination
ZTE Corporation, Sanechips, Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
Rel-16
36.304
16.4.0
0832
-
F
LTE_eMTC5-Core
The intention of this CR is to resolve the issue of different paging resources determination between eMTC UE in RRC_INACTIVE and the network. In order to resolve this issue, in RAN2#114 e- meeting, RAN2 have already achieved the following working assumption:

=> Working assumption: For an eMTC UE in RRC_INACTIVE same rules as for RRC_IDLE to are used to determine the PNB and i_s.
Q1: Companies are invited to indicate whether the above working assumption can be confirmed?
	Company
	Yes/no
	Detailed comments

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	For eLTE RAN2 unlikely to agree to similar change from Release 15 or 16 hence the change can be restricted specifically to BL UE and UE in CE from Release 16 as this will avoid the need for any UE capability.

	
	
	


Conclusion: 

Proposal:

Q2: If the answer to Q1 is Yes, companies are invited to indicate whether the intent of the change in [1] is agreeable and whether there are comments on the actual proposed change?

	Company
	Do you agree with the intent of the change?

Yes/no
	Detailed comments

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	
	
	


Conclusion: 

Proposal:

4. Conclusion
TBD




