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1. Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk46842767][bookmark: Proposal_Pattern_Length]As part of the response to RAN2 LS on establishment/resume cause value and UAC on L2 SL Relay, CT1 has provided a response LS and part of the response is provided below for reference [3]:
	Option 1: define a new establishment/resume cause value that is used for all cases when a relay UE establish/resume an RRC connection due to a connection of remote UE;
Option 2: reuse existing establishment/resume cause values.
Question 1: Which option does CT1 prefer?
Answer 1: CT1 cannot reach the consensus on which option is preferred. It is up to RAN2 to progress Option 1 or Option 2.


 
In this contribution, we address the above aspect on the establishment/resume cause and support of access control for L2 based U2N relay.
1. Discussion
Access control for L2 U2N Relay
We made the following agreement in RAN2 that the Remote UE performs UAC on its own as per legacy procedure and it was still open whether the Relay UE also performs access control. 
	WA: Proposal 15: [23/23] [Easy] Remote UE can reuse legacy access control and no need to enhance the access control procedure of Remote UE.  FFS whether the relay UE performs UAC for itself.



CT1 was provided with a couple of options for whether the Relay UE performs UAC for itself and they responded as per below: 
	RAN2 has agreed RRC-CONNECTED relay UE would not perform UAC for remote UE’s data. However, there was no agreement in RAN2 whether the relay UE can skip UAC procedure when IDLE/INACTIVE Relay UE intends to access network only for the purpose of relaying but not for its own service. The following two options were identified.
Option 1: Relay UE should skip UAC procedure
Option 2: Relay UE should perform UAC procedure
Question 3: When IDLE/INACTIVE Relay UE intends to access network only for the purpose of relaying but not for its own service, which option does CT1 prefer?
Answer 3: CT1 prefers Option 1.



We understand that as per TS 24.501/38.331, a UE operating as an IAB node skips performing access control check. For the Relay UE scenario, it is also tied to how the RRC establishment/resume cause is derived by the Relay UE and CT1 has not reached a consensus in this regard. It seems like new Access category will not be defined for relaying. Correspondingly, a new establishment cause value is also not necessary; as there is no specific information from the new cause value for the gNB to make decisions on other than allowing relaying functionality. This might result in disparity between L2 and L3 relaying access control. 
Observation 1:	 If a new AI/AC will not be defined for L2 relaying, a new establishment cause does not seem necessary. 
In general, the establishment/resume cause value is provided by the upper layer or derived at the AS layer. Given the limited time we have for this WI and the fact that the Relay UE is only establishing the connection for relaying purpose, we think that the Relay UE should skip the UAC procedure and use the establishment/resume cause as provided by the Remote UE. 
Proposal 1: 	Based on CT1 preference, RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE Relay UE skips the UAC procedure when establishing/resuming RRC connection only for relaying purpose.  
At the time of relaying connection establishment either as part of Relay selection or path switching from direct to indirect link, the Remote UE is not aware of the RRC state of the Relay UE and hence cannot differentiate whether the Relay UE needs the cause value or not. Remote UE proceeds to establish PC5 unicast connection with the Relay UE and sends one of the following messages: 
a) First SRB0 RRC message to establish its own connection with the gNB.
b) Trigger message to enable idle/inactive Relay UE to establish RRC connection (if Remote UE initiated path switching is agreed/supported).
In order to support both use cases with a unified solution, we think that it is easier if the Remote UE provided its own RRC connection establishment/resume cause value to the Relay UE using RRCReconfigurationSidelink or similar message while performing PC5-RRC connection establishment procedure.
Proposal 2: 	Remote UE provides the establishment/resume cause value to the Relay UE using existing or new PC5-RRC message.
Proposal 3:  	Relay UE uses remote UE’s establishment/resume cause when the relay UE establish/resume an RRC connection due to a relaying connection from remote UE.
 
1. [bookmark: _Toc465993148]Conclusion
This contribution discusses the support of UAC related aspects and makes the following observation and proposals:
Observation 1:	 If a new AI/AC will not be defined for L2 relaying, a new establishment cause does not seem necessary. 
Proposal 1: 	Based on CT1 preference, RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE Relay UE skips the UAC procedure when establishing/resuming RRC connection only for relaying purpose.
Proposal 2: 	Remote UE provides the establishment/resume cause value to the Relay UE using existing or new PC5-RRC message.
Proposal 3:  	Relay UE uses remote UE’s establishment/resume cause when the relay UE establish/resume an RRC connection due to a relaying connection from remote UE.
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