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1
Introduction
During RAN2 #79bis meeting, RAN2 agreed the followings.  And to accommodate the agreement, email discussion was performed but RAN2 could not agree on the final version of CR. [R2-125169]
	Agreements
2
Remove the FFS whether the UE is restricted what it sends in the first indication after PPI is configured

3
PPI is forwarded to the target eNB in AS-Context by the source eNB.

4
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. 

7
Confirm that there is no need for T340 to start when the UE preference is set to lowpowerconsumption. (remove the FFS)

5
The UE may initiate the procedure if since the last time the UE transmitted an UEAssistanceInformation message, the UE was de-configured and configured for sending PPI.




This contribution is discussing some open issues discussed during email discussion as well as other open issue discussed during RAN2#79bis meeting.

2
Disucssion
2.1
What is eNB behaviour after allowing PPI before receiving anything from UE?
During the email discussion, one argument was what network is supposed to assume when it allowed PPI but before receiving PPI reporting from UE.

--------------------------------------- Extracted from R2-125169 ----------------------------------------------------------

5.3.15.1
General
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Figure 5.3.15.1-1: UE Assistance Information

The purpose of this procedure is to inform E-UTRAN of the UE’s power saving preference. E-UTRAN may consider that the UE does not prefer a configuration primarily optimised for power saving initially when it configures and enables the UE for power preference indication.
--------------------------------------- End of extraction ----------------------------------------------------------

First of all, “E-UTRAN may consider” does not mean any thing as specification already allow “E-UTRAN does not need to consider” at the same time. Besides, Rel-8, 9 and 10 UEs don’t support PPI and will never send PPI reporting to the network. Also even for Rel-11 UEs, as the eDDA is an optional feature, there will be UEs which don’t support this PPI indication ever and network has to deal with them. Thus when network configured PPI reporting but before receiving actual PPI reporting, it should not assume any UE state and should just handle the UEs like any other UEs who do not support PPI reporting. Besides during the RRC Connection if network decides to activate PPI reporting only after configuring a very long DRX and if user started the activities, UE may want to send “normal” as a first indication. Therefore the sentence is not even correct and should be revised.
Proposal 1: It is proposed to revise the text in red to “E-UTRAN handles the UE as if it does not support power preference indication after E-UTRAN configures and enables the UE for power preference indication and before receives power preference indication from the UE.” in 5.3.15.1.
2.2
Need to specify trigger from lowepowerConsumption to default
The CR was trying to capture the last agreement in a way as below. However, the CR is not written correctly because this will mandate UE to send PPI whenever PPI reporting is configured. If UE is happy with the current situation, UE does not need to send PPI even PPI reporting is configured.
--------------------------------------- Extracted from R2-125169 ----------------------------------------------------------

Upon initiating the procedure, the UE shall:
1>
if configured to provide power preference indications:
2>
if the UE did not transmit a power preference indication since it was configured to provide power preference indications:

3>
initiate transmission of the UEAssistanceInformation message in accordance with 5.3.15.3;

2> else:

3>  if the current power preference information is different from the one indicated in the last transmission of the UEAssistanceInformation message; and timer T340 is not running:

4> initiate transmission of the UEAssistanceInformation message in accordance with 5.3.15.3;

--------------------------------------- End of extraction ----------------------------------------------------------

Therefore, the text should be like this.
Upon initiating the procedure, the UE may:

1>
if configured to provide power preference indications:

2>
if the UE did not transmit a power preference indication since it was configured to provide power preference indications:

3>
initiate transmission of the UEAssistanceInformation message in accordance with 5.3.15.3;
Upon initiating the procedure, the UE shall:

1>
if configured to provide power preference indications:

2>
if the UE has transmited a power preference indication since it was configured to provide power preference indications:
3>
if the current power preference information is different from the one indicated in the last transmission of the UEAssistanceInformation message; and timer T340 is not running:

4> initiate transmission of the UEAssistanceInformation message in accordance with 5.3.15.3;

Prospoal 2: It is proposed to revise the text in 5.3.15.2 as shown above.
2.3
Need to specify trigger from lowepowerConsumption to default
At RAN2 #79bis meeting some companies argued that UE behaviour for setting lowpowerConsumption to default should be specified in some level like whether UE has to set default when a GBR bearer is setup. However the same companies claimed that trigger of default to lowpowerConsumption should not be specified. This is very strange logic as the criteria to ask lowerpowerConsumption are not met in case UE has a GBR bearer and thus UE should stay in default and should not ask lowerpowerConsumption. To us the action between lowerpowerConsumption to default and defatul to lowpowerConsumption should be symmetric. If companies think UE shall send default when a GBR bearer is setup and it has to be specified, it also should be specified that when a GBR bearer is configured, UE shall not send ueAssistanceInformation with lowerpowerConsumption. 
However before discussing too much about the solution, people should remember the original intention of this whole WI and purpose of defining ueAssistanceInformation. This is to serve the background traffic and keep-alive type of traffic with more power efficient way. In that sense, it is very questionable which keep-alive message will require GBR bearers. Thus if UE sets the parameter as intented initially, there should not be a problem. 
Proposal 3: As RAN2 has already agreed to leave the setting of power preference indication up to UE implementation, it is proposed to stick to the earlier agreement and not to specify power preference indication setting.

3
Conclusion
This contribution discusses the points which could not be agreed during the email discussion and proposes the followings;
Proposal 1: It is proposed to revise the text in red to “E-UTRAN handles the UE as if it does not support power preference indication after E-UTRAN configures and enables the UE for power preference indication and before receives power preference indication from the UE.” in 5.3.15.1.
Prospoal 2: It is proposed to revise the text in 5.3.15.2 as shown above.

Proposal 3: As RAN2 has already agreed to leave the setting of power preference indication up to UE implementation, it is proposed to stick to the earlier agreement and not to specify power preference indication setting.
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