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1. Introduction

In RAN2#79bis meeting, the following conclusions were achieved by RAN2 on PPI of EDDA:
	Agreements
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.

The following are FFS:

8
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. 

9
It is proposed to discuss whether to remove prohibit timer and rely on de-configuring the feature by the network if required to control misbehaving UEs.


However there are still some open issues on PPI prohibit timer T340. In this contribution, we would like to discuss the issues and and share our opinions.
2. Discussion
RAN2 originally agreed that need prohibit mechanism to restrict the UE PPI sending behavior. The intention was to avoid the possible abuse of the PPI and reduce the signaling overhead. The preference indication is considered as an assistance information. The UE is allowed to send the indication at any time and network can choose do nothing to the UE indication. A possible way to find misbehaving UEs is the NW counting the received PPI number in certain period. That is mean we treat all UEs in this cell in same way and don't notify UE. Therefore if we remove prohibit timer and only rely on de-configuring the feature by the network to control misbehaving UEs, it is hard to distinguish whether this is a UE in complex situation or a misbehaving UE and can’t adjust the de-configuring feature stand separately. So we propose hold T340 prohibit timer.
The UE and NW need have a same comprehension on T340 timing even during a particular procedure upon a handover or re-establishment. As Transmissions of UE initiated message topic discussed: PPI is only about sending the indication, there is no issues if continuing with the UE configurations during re-establishment transient phase. 
Proposal 1: T340 is useful for PPI prohibit mechanism.
As agreed in EDDA CR discussion: 

1 No need for T340 to start when the UE preference is set to lowPowerConsumption. 
2 The text referring to a “default configuration” for power saving is rephrased to avoid ambiguity with currently used term “default configuration” with a different meaning.
 T340 start behavior should change as follows:
	Timer
	Start
	Stop
	At expiry

	T340

	Upon transmitting UEAssistanceInformation message with powerPrefIndication set to normal   

	
	No Action


Proposal 2: T340 start behavior description need change.
3. Conclusion

In this contribution, based on the prohibit mechanism analysis we have the following proposals:
Proposal 1: T340 is useful for PPI prohibit mechanism.
Proposal 2: T340 start behavior description need change.
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