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1. Introduction

In the last RAN2 meeting, the following agreements captured in Chairman’s note for Power Preference Indication (PPI) were achieved:
· PPI is forwarded to the target eNB in AS-Context by the source eNB.
· After the handover the UE may send the PPI with the same preference as already indicated in the source cell. This only intended for the case that the UE sent an updated PPI to the source cell after the context was forwarded to the target cell.
· Confirm that there is no need for T340 to start when the UE preference is set to lowpowerconsumption. (remove the FFS).

However, the following still needs FFS:
· RAN2 is requested to discuss reconfiguration scenario identified above and agree on the UE behaviour for T340 with the new value upon the reconfiguration while the timer is running.
In this document, we will further discuss handover scenario when T340 has started and continue running.

2. Discussion
In RAN2#79 meeting, in order to control the excessive signalling of UEAssistanceInformation message, a prohibit timer T340 is introduced, and it is started only when the powerPrefIndication is set to default.
In handover scenario, assume that UE has indicated default in source eNB and T340 has started. After entering target cell, the T340 is still running. However, it is possible that source and target cells have different T340 values. Based on this assumption, there are three possible options when the new timer value is configured by the target eNB. 

First is before T340 expiry, the T340 is restarted with the new value. It is a simple way but it do increase prohibit time. Furthermore, the network is allowed to configure the prohibit timer with one of values between 0 and 600 seconds according to 36.331. Based on this rules, it is possible that UE might not get the chance for sending UEAssistanceInformation message when the UE is in mobility.
Second one is left to UE to decide which timer value to configure before T340 expiry in handover scenario. But it runs in the opposite direction for the purpose of introducing prohibit timer that the network can control the signalling sent by UE. 
The last option is that new value will be configured after T340 activated by source eNB expiry. After T340 runs out, the UE could send UEAssistanceInformation message again to ask for low power consumption service. Thereafter, the UE could use new value provided by the target cell to configure T340 when the powerPrefIndication is set to default again in target cell.
In our opinion, the last option is also quite simple, and besides, it can avoid negative effects caused by the other two options.
Proposal: We propose to agree on that in handover scenario, T340 would not be reconfigured after handover until the timer that configured by the source eNB expiry.
3. Conclusion
From what have been discussed in this document, our proposal is as follow:
Proposal: We propose to agree on that in handover scenario, T340 would not be reconfigured after handover until the timer that configured by the source eNB expiry.
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