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1. Overall Description:
RAN2 thanks SA2 for their LS on NAS-based busy indication for Idle and RRC Inactive state (R2-2106970/ S2-2105150).
RAN2 can provide the following response to the SA2 questions:
1)	SA2 respectfully asks RAN2 to consider the above and provide feedback.
RAN2 discussed the topic and agreed to support only the NAS based solution for busy indication in Rel-17.	Comment by Huawei: We prefer to keep the rapporteur’s original wording	Comment by Samsung: We also think the original wording is clearer. Maybe we can simply say 'the NAS-based busy indication" rather than "the NAS based solution for busy indication". 	Comment by Intel (Sudeep): I reverted back to the original wording based on the majority comments.


2) 	SA2 would also like to ask RAN2 what range of absence time RAN2 considers to use in the procedure for “switching without leaving RRC Connected state”.
RAN2 hasn’t yet finalised discussed the range of absence time and will inform SA2 when there is an agreement.	Comment by Huawei: Our view is that RAN2 may not have time to discuss this anytime soon and to avoid ambiguity, we would like to modify this to:
“RAN2 will update SA2 when this is discussed”

The rest of the LS looks good to us and we don’t need to provide any information on scenarios	Comment by Samsung: We also think we don't need to mention above scenarios indicated by Lenovo in this LS. During the online discussion, the intention of LS is just to inform other WGs of our decision on busy indication. 
Besides, we prefer to keep the rapporteur’s original wording as it reflects our current situation well (or we can update 'finalized' to 'discussed') and it would be good to mention when there is an agreement rather than Huawei's suggestion	Comment by Intel (Sudeep): I took the Samsung suggestion.  Agree with Huawei comment that we don’t know when we will have the time to discuss the actual time at all.  But we are not promising them a response with this statement “when there is an agreement” leaves that door open not to provide the response. 	Comment by Lenovo_Lianhai: It could be helpful to inform SA2 we have the following conclusion since RAN2 may not evaluate the accurate absence time.

Scenarios and supported gap types
1	RAN2 aims to support at least the below scenarios 1/2/3 in Rel-17 for cases when the UE is allowed to switch to network B without leaving connected state at network A. 
-	Scenarios 1: Periodic switching, including SSB detection/paging reception, serving cell measurement, neighboring cell measurement including intra-frequency,inter-frequency and inter-RAT measurement;
-	Scenarios 2:  SI receiving at network B;
-	Scenarios 3: Aperiodic (one-shot) switching with both transmission and reception at network B but will not enter RRC-connected state in NW B (e.g. no RRC connection Resume/Setup) at network B, including On-demand SI request;



2. Actions:
To SA2 group.
RAN2 respectfully asks SA2 to take node note of the above feedback.  
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