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1	Introduction
The following editor’s note is captured in the running RRC CR for connection control:
Editor’s Note: FFS Whether C-RNTI is sufficient to be used in re-establishment request (as in LTE). Or whether I-RNTI can be used; In this case, current RRCReconfiguration and RRCResume would need to be enhanced with the I-RNTI.
In this contribution we discuss further the above FFS and way forward is proposed.

2	Discussion

In NR I-RNTI is a unique identification used to identify the UE context for the UE in RRC_INACTIVE. In LTE resume-id is serving the same purpose i.e. to identify the UE context for the suspended UE. In addition, in LTE the UE context for the UE performing the re-establishment procedure is identified by C-RNTI and PCI. It should be noted that the resume procedure in LTE was introduced in REL-13 and Re-establishment procedure in REL-8 and therefore it was natural to specify individual procedures. 
The following was agreed in RAN2#101bis meeting:
Agreements:
2	Rely on the definition of I-RNTI from stage 2

And the I-RNTI is defined as follows in 38.300:
“For NR connected to 5GC, the following UE identities are used at NG-RAN level:
-	I-RNTI: unique identification used to identify the UE context for RRC_INACTIVE.”
The above agreements mean that the I-RNTI is transparent for the UE and using the identifier to locate the UE context can be left for the network implementations. It is up to network to decide how the I-RNTI bits are used to identify the UE and the node where the UE context is located. If the LTE baseline is followed for the re-establishment procedure two UE context identification procedures needs to be introduced in the network implementation. 
Observation 1: I-RNTI and “C-RNTI + PCI” as identifier are serving the same purpose i.e. as identification used to identify the UE context in the network
Observation 2: Using different UE context identifiers requires separate UE context identification procedures in the network
When the UE is in CONNECTED state C-RNTI and PCI and known for the UE. According to the current agreements and assumptions I-RNTI is known by the UE in INACTIVE only. This means that if I-RNTI would be used for Re-establishment procedure the I-RNTI needs to be provided for the UE in RRCResume and RRCReconfiguration (during or after handover).
Observation 3: I-RNTI is currently known by the UE in INACTIVE only
We prefer to use the same identifier to identify the UE context identification in the network. Therefore, we propose:
Proposal 1: I-RNTI is used in the Re-establishment procedure
Proposal 2: I-RNTI is provided to the UE in RRCResume
Proposal 3: RAN2 to discuss whether I-RNTI needs to be provided in RRCReconfiguration without handover
Proposal 4: RAN2 to discuss whether I-RNTI needs to be provided in RRCReconfiguration with handover


3	Conclusion
Based on discussion observe the following:
Observation 1: I-RNTI and “C-RNTI + PCI” as identifier are serving the same purpose i.e. as identification used to identify the UE context in the network
Observation 2: Using different UE context identifiers requires separate UE context identification procedures in the network
Observation 3: I-RNTI is currently known by the UE in INACTIVE only

Based on the discussion and observations the following is proposed:
Proposal 1: I-RNTI is used in the Re-establishment procedure
Proposal 2: I-RNTI is provided to the UE in RRCResume
Proposal 3: RAN2 to discuss whether I-RNTI needs to be provided in RRCReconfiguration without handover
Proposal 4: RAN2 to discuss whether I-RNTI needs to be provided in RRCReconfiguration with handover
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