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1	Introduction
This document is to report a summary for the following offline discussion:
R2-2211770	Finalizing re-establishment procedure handling while T346g is running       	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd, Ericsson, ASUSTek, ZTE, Sanechips	discussion	Rel-17	LTE_NR_MUSIM-Core
Observation: Current specification in TS 38.331 mandates a UE to follow re-establishment procedures while T346g is running, as in legacy.
Proposal 2: Upon initiation of re-establishment procedure, the UE stops timer T346g, if running. 
Proposal 3: RAN2 to add the following NOTE in clause 5.3.7.2 as follows:
NOTE: It is up to UE implementation whether to initiate the procedure while T346g is running.
-	QC agrees and thinks UE should be allowed to not do re-establishment. Huawei thinks normative text would be better than a NOTE. Apple thinks allowing UE flexibility is good and is fine with normative. MTK agrees. 
-	LGE is OK to allow UE to start re-establishment and leave it up to UE implementation. Slightly prefers NOTE. Thinks this is similar to legacy cases where NW discards UE context after a whole anyway if UE cannot re-establish.
-	Vodafone thinks re-establishment should not be delayed. Is fine with NOTE. Nokia si fine with NOTE. OPPO is confused about this: UE should trigger re-establisment and adding even a NOTE changes beheaviour. vivo agrees and thinks this is against earlier agreements.
-	MTK thinks there is no legacy UE behaviour for Rel-17.

CB Thu: Whether we specify that UE is allowed to not initiated re-establishment or whether wo specification change is done. Offline 204 (Samsung) to discuss this and provide proposal how to continue. 

2	Discussion
During online discussion, companies reached the following consensus: 
Observation: Current specification in TS 38.331 mandates a UE to follow re-establishment procedures while T346g is running, as in legacy.

Then, as guided by Chair, further online/offline discussion has done whether we specify that UE is allowed to not initiate re-establishment or whether no specification change is done. 
It seems that all the companies are acceptable to add NOTE as in Proposal 3 [1] i.e. 
[bookmark: _Toc115428527]5.3.7.2	Initiation
The UE initiates the procedure when one of the following conditions is met:
[Omitted]
1>	upon PC5 unicast link release indicated by upper layer at L2 U2N Remote UE in RRC_CONNECTED.
NOTE x:	It is up to UE implementation whether to initiate the procedure while T346g is running.

Observation: All companies are willing to accept to add the following NOTE in clause 5.3.7.2 as follows:
· NOTE: It is up to UE implementation whether to initiate the procedure while T346g is running.

However, there are some companies expressing that it is more preferable that a UE does NOT initiate re-establishment itself while T346g is running, which can be specified in the normative text like 
5.3.7.2	Initiation
The UE initiates the procedure when one of the following conditions is met while T346g is not running:
 
Hence, it would be good to check whether there is any objection to go for normative text option, and which option is more preferable.  
Question: Do all companies are acceptable to specify that the UE does not initiate re-establishment procedure itself while T346g is running? If yes, which option (e.g. NOTE or normative text) is preferred?
3	Conclusion
In section 2, the following observation is made: 
Observation: All companies are willing to accept to add the following NOTE in clause 5.3.7.2 as follows:
· NOTE: It is up to UE implementation whether to initiate the procedure while T346g is running.
Based on the above, RAN2 is requested to discuss the following question:
Question: Do all companies are acceptable to specify that the UE does not initiate re-establishment procedure itself while T346g is running? If yes, which option (e.g. NOTE or normative text) is preferred?  
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