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1. Introduction
In this contribution, we give some considerations on the functionality of MTC device and propose a working assumption on this topic.
2. Discussion
MTC device is “a UE equipped for Machine Type Communication, which communicates through a PLMN with MTC Server(s) and/or other MTC Device(s)”.[1]. In other words, it’s a special kind of UE. Normally, the User Equipment (UE) held by human needs to support various function/applications. This is because the consumer has many requirements on communications with other peoples, for example, he/she would like to make phone call to friends, download music from web site, and submit the working document to company via email. However, this attractive life may not valid for MTC device. In our understanding, the MTC device is designed for a specific purpose/task (e.g. report gas metering result once a month). Any irrelevant function will be useless and may increase the cost of the MTC device. Also considering that MTC device will be running autonomously in a quite long time (months, years, even decades), it’s better to choose a reliable MTC device with less function, rather than a complex MTC device with more functions.
Proposal: RAN2 is kindly asked to confirm that MTC device is designed/customized for a specific purpose/task, which means the function subset of MTC device should be simplified as much as possible.
Looking at current Rel-8 E-UTRA specification, the UE mandatory feature/function is too luxury to meet the specific requirement of MTC device (for example, periodical reporting and speed dependent scaling may not be useful for MTC device with “Low Mobility” feature, and even 4 DRB is unnecessary for MTC device with “Offline Small Data Transmissions” feature), so if above proposal is agreed, we may need to cut some of them  (e.g. move them from mandatory feature list to optional feature list for MTC device), and maybe we can even consider to define some new UE categories for MTC purpose. The same is also needed for UTRA specifications.

3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we give the following proposal.

Proposal: RAN2 is kindly asked to confirm that MTC device is designed/customized for a specific purpose/task, which means the function subset of MTC device should be simplified as much as possible.
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