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1 Introduction
During RAN2#79-bis meeting, several open topics of Power Preference Indication were discussed and the following agreements have been reached[1]:
· Remove the FFS whether the UE is restricted what it sends in the first indication after PPI is configured.

· 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)

· 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.

However, there are still remaining issues for further studies. One important issue is:

· 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.
In this document, we will further analyze this issue and provide our point of views.
2 Discussion

Power preference indication was introduced to allow the UE to express its preference on the configuration primarily optimised for power saving. However, frequent PPI report may cause excessive RRC signalling. In order to solve this problem, it is agreed that a UE is not allowed to send the same preference in consecutive indications and the prohibit timer should be introduced to avoid those excessive signalling of power preference indication from UE to the network. With this prohibit timer, UEs could avoid sending its preference indication too frequently. 
However, some misbehaving terminals may exist in the network. Those terminals may ignore the prohibit timer and keep sending the same power indication, therefore leading to additional RRC signalling.  It has already been agreed that the network should be able to stop a UE sending any further PPI due to resource limitation or other reasons. It seems to be the most straightforward way that the network could de-configure the feature for misbehaving UEs.
Proposal : Remove prohibit timer and rely on de-configuring the feature by the network to control misbehaving UEs.
3 Conclusion

In this document, we further analyze the related scheme of how to control misbehaving UEs. RAN2 is kindly asked to discuss and agree on the following proposal:

Proposal : Remove prohibit timer and rely on de-configuring the feature by the network to control misbehaving UEs.
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