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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution proposes conclusions for KI#7 
1 Discussion
This document adds the conclusions clause for KI#7. 
The proposal is based on the following considerations: 

1. Most candidate solutions assume that RSC identifies emergency service

2. SA1 explicitly requires that it shall be possible for the Remote UE to attempt emergency call also in limited service state

3. SA1 does not require that a UE in limited service state can act as UE-to-Network Relay

4. Mobility Restrictions are lifted for registered EU-to-Network Relay in Non-Allowed Area 
5. Relayed emergency call needs prioritised handling where applicable

6. For Layer-3 UE-to-Network relaying, the Remote UE can use DHCP to obtain P-CSCF address for emergency service

7. The option to download local emergency numbers to Remote UE applies also for UE-to-Network Relay

8. It is not known whether emergency call back requirement applies on relayed emergency service or not

2 Proposal
It is proposed to add the following conclusions to Key Issue #7 in TR 23.700-33.

*** First Change ***
8
Conclusions

Editor's note:
This clause will list conclusions that have been agreed during the course of the study item activities.
8.7
Key Issue #7: support of Emergency for UE-to-Network relaying

The following is concluded on Key Issue #7: 

-
For emergency service, the UE shall prioritise direct connection to network. If direct connection is not possible, the UE shall attempt to obtain emergency service via UE-to-Network Relay. 
-
RSC dedicated for emergency service is used by both UE-to-Network Relay UE and Remote UE during discovery. The emergency service RSC is provisioned to both UEs as part of 5G ProSe authorisation and provisioning.
-
Remote UE in limited service may request emergency service.
-
UE in limited service state shall not advertise itself as candidate UE-to-Network Relay.
-
Mobility Restrictions that are overruled by direct emergency service request are overruled also for UE-to-Network Relay that is relaying emergency service
NOTE:
5G ProSe Relay enabled UE that is registered in Non-Allowed Area can act as UE-to-Nework Relay for emergency service.
-
Emergency service is prioritized over the other services

-
To ensure the prioritized handling of the emergency service from the L2 Remote UE, the L2 Relay UE needs to get prioritized handling in the L2 Relay UE’s serving AMF to avoid being kicked out during congestion.
-
Need to support Emergency call back for Remote UE require further investigation.
-
For Layer-3 UE-to-Network Relaying, the Remote UE obtains P-CSCF address from the UE-to-Netowork Relay via DHCP.

-
For both Layer-2 and Layer-3 UE to Network Relaying, the UE-to-Network Relay may provide the emergency number(s) to the Remote UE. In which scenarios this may be needed needs further consideration.

Considering the above requirements, it is concluded that: 
-
The solution for emergency service over Layer-2 UE-to-Network relay is based on #45. 
-
The solution for emergency service over Layer-3 UE-to-Network relay is based on #42, #44, #45, #47 and #48
The requirement for the new access type for P-CSCF that is proposed in Solution #46 is to be confirmed?
The requirement for the direct vs. indirect emergency service and the support of multiple simultaneous emergency PDU Sessions in Solution #48 is to be confirmed? 
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