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1 Introduction
The document addresses eDDA open issues regarding power preference indicator in TS 36.331. 
2 Discussion
Open Issue 1
It is FFS whether the first transmission of the powerPrefIndication is restricted so that it can only be set to lowpowerconsumption.
Discussion: It is already clear that before the UE has sent an indication at all due to not being configured, E-UTRAN can assume that the default preference is valid. Thus it makes sense that E-UTRAN can maintain this assumption until the UE signals the preference lowpowerconsumption. Any other approach would require that the UE immediately signals his preference after being configured, which is redundant, when the UE is in default usage. In principle, if not causing additional complexity, we think redundant signalling shall always be avoided. Alternatively PPI could also be included in RRC connection setup complete. 
Proposal 1: In case PPI is not included in RRC connection setup complete, the first transmission of the PPI shall be restricted so that it can only be set to lowpowerconsumption.
Open Issue 2

It is FFS whether T340 is started also in case where the UE prefers a configuration that is primarily optimized for power saving.
Discussion: We assume that the lowpowerconsumption preference is related to detection of background traffic, this is a state where aggressive power saving can be applied, and where QoS characteristics do not need to be fulfilled. If T340 would be used to inhibit UE power preference indication additionally for the case lowpowerconsumption -> default, there is a risk that such inhibition will delay the reconfiguration to a high performing configuration, and the period when QoS characteristics is not fulfilled may be prolonged although the UE have already detected that the current traffic is normal traffic (not background) needing normal QoS. In order to allow aggressive power saving in lowpowerconsumption state and not jeopardize QoS characteristics in default state, T340 inhibit timer should not be used for the lowpowerconsumption -> default transition. 

Proposal 2: T340 shall not be started when UE prefers lowpowerconsumption. The FFS text in 36.331 can  be removed.

3 Conclusions
Proposal 1: The first transmission of the powerPrefIndication shall be restricted so that it can only be set to lowpowerconsumption.
Proposal 2: T340 shall not be started when UE prefers lowpowerconsumption. The FFS text in 36.331 can  be removed.
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