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1. Introduction
In RAN2_116bis-e meeting[1], the following agreements are made for RRM relaxation:  
Agreements:
1. UAI is used for UE to report its relaxation status
And following discussion was postponed to next meeting:
Proposal 2-2.	[Discussion] (16/20) If UAI is used to report relaxation status, no prohibit timer is needed.
· Nokia thinks we would still need a prohibit timer. Ericsson initially had the same view as Nokia but now thinks this is no longer needed based on the decisions that UE reports are triggered only if relaxation status toggles
· Continue in the next meeting
Proposal 2-3.	[Discussion] (16/20) Rel-17 RRM relaxation can apply to any Rel-17 UE.
· Huawei wonders about impacts on other WIs
· Continue in the next meeting
In this contribution, we further discuss these open issues and provide our views. 
2. Discussion
2.1. RRM relaxation in RRC_CONNECTED
According to agreements in RAN2, UE will send a report on whether UE is in stationary and UAI message is reused. Then companies are concerned about whether “prohibit timer” should also be reused. Some companies proposed prohibit timer can be applied for RRM relaxation since it is widely used for most use cases of UAI-framework. And prohibit timers have been used to prevent UE from reporting too often which may prevent unwanted power consumption. 
We understand that generally, prohibit timers have been used to prevent UE from reporting too often. That is, when prohibit timer is running, corresponding reports are not transmitted. But if UE's stationarity status changes but its reports are skipped, NW may have wrong understanding for UE's stationarity, and we all know that UE's stationarity report is crucial for RRM relaxation for connected mode. Then NW may provide inappropriate configuration to UE. Beside, NW cannot track real-time UE’s relaxation status if prohibit timer is used which will induce wrong understanding of RRM relaxation.
Thus, we do not need to reuse the prohibit timer once there is a restriction that UE sent a report claiming the fulfillment requirements, e.g. , only when relaxation status toggles does UE trigger the report.
Proposal 1:	If UE send UAI only when relaxation status toggles then prohibit timer is not needed.
2.2. Other
In the last RAN2 meeting, there is a super-majority of companies (16 out of 20) supported the proposal that R17 RRM relaxations can be applied to non-RedCap UEs. However, some companies still showed strong concern on this proposal, and think R17 RRM relaxation only focus on stationary UEs. Normal non-RedCap UEs should be excluded as it is not within three use cases for RedCap UEs. We understand that stationary UEs are not identified based on RedCap type, but based on RRM measurement results. And for both RedCap UEs and non-RedCap UEs, power efficiency is an obvious requirement. 
Besides, for non-RedCap UEs in RRC_CONNECTED mode, it is up to network whether to enable R17 RRM relaxation or not. If non-RedCap UE do not want to trigger RRM relaxation procedure, it is easy to exclude since the network knows the UE type. We do not see the technical issue on it. 
Proposal 2: 	R17 RRM relaxation can be applicable to both RedCap UEs and non-RedCap UEs which is up the NW implementation. 
3. Conclusion and proposals
Based on the discussion above, we have the following proposals.:
[bookmark: _Toc535476034]Proposal 1:	If UE send UAI only when relaxation status toggles then prohibit timer is not needed.
Proposal 2: 	R17 RRM relaxation can be applicable to both RedCap UEs and non-RedCap UEs which is up the NW implementation. 
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