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1. Introduction
During ASN.1 review, there are multiple RILs [H074][W010][H735] raised for access baring related to the RRC resume for multicast reception. In general, they are all related to the UE behaviour when the UE is rejected by the NW during resume for multicast reception, which hasn’t been sufficiently discussed yet. In this contribution, we will provide an overview of the UE behaviour in this case and propose a reasonable way forward.
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According to clause 5.3.13.2 of the RRC spec, there are three cases where the UE uses AC=0 during RRC resume, as below:
	Upon initiation of the procedure, the UE shall:
1>	if the resumption of the RRC connection is triggered by response to NG-RAN paging; or
1> if the resumption of the RRC connection is triggered by receiving RRCRelease message including resumeIndication; or
1>	if the resumption of the RRC connection is triggered by multicast reception request as specified in clause 5.3.13.1d:
2>	select '0' as the Access Category;


And according to clause 5.3.14.2, in case T302 is running (started after UE receives the RRCReject), UE will not consider the access attempt as barred when AC=0, as below:
	Upon initiation of the procedure, the UE shall:
1>	if timer T390 is running for the Access Category:
2>	consider the access attempt as barred;
1>	else if timer T302 is running and the Access Category is neither '2' nor '0':
2>	consider the access attempt as barred;
1>	else:
2>	if the Access Category is '0':
3>	consider the access attempt as allowed;


This is easy to understand for the legacy two conditions (highlighted in green): since they are actually triggered by the NW, they shouldn’t be barred. If the NW would want to bar the UE, it wouldn’t trigger the resume at the first place. 
But things are different for the third condition of MBS (highlighted in yellow), since it is triggered by UE and NW is not aware of that. Especially when the NW is already going through congestion, if the UE is rejected due to RRC resume for multicast reception for the first time, the UE should consider the access attempt as barred (during T302 running) before another try. Otherwise, the UE will resume at once as the condition for resume is satisfied (e.g., quality below the threshold), and it will be rejected again, and another try... This will lead to deadlock.  
In fact, to present this from happening, we had an agreement during last meeting: Understanding is the UE uses the latest available measurement for condition evaluation, no need to capture special cases. Check whether this requires some spec changes, e.g. a NOTE. But obviously, this is not enough, since UE will not consider it as barred.
Observation 1: For RRC resume due to multicast reception, which is triggered by UE, after being rejected by the NW, if UE doesn’t consider the access attempt as barred for this case, it will lead to deadlock. 
Based on the above discussion, a simple solution is that UE should consider the access attempt as barred during T302 running, if the Access Category is '0' for RRC resumption triggered by multicast reception:
	Upon initiation of the procedure, the UE shall:
1>	if timer T390 is running for the Access Category:
2>	consider the access attempt as barred;
1>	else if timer T302 is running:
[bookmark: _GoBack]2>  and if the Access Category is neither '2' nor '0':, or
2> if the Access Category is '0' for RRC resumption triggered by multicast reception as specified in 5.3.13.2:
23>	consider the access attempt as barred;
1>	else:
2>	if the Access Category is '0':
3>	consider the access attempt as allowed;


Proposal 1: UE considers the access attempt as barred during T302 running, if the Access Category is '0' for RRC resumption triggered by multicast reception.
Then the following text should be updated correspondingly:
	[bookmark: _Hlk158286656]1>	when barring for an Access Category is considered being alleviated:
2>	if the Access Category was informed to upper layers as barred:
3>	inform upper layers about barring alleviation for the Access Category.
2>	else if the Access Category is Access Category '0' for RRC resumption triggered by multicast reception as specified in 5.3.13.2:
3>	perform actions specified in 5.3.13.1d;
2>	if barring is alleviated for Access Category '8'; or
2>	if barring is alleviated for Access Category '2':
3>	perform actions specified in 5.3.13.8;


Proposal 2: Clarify in clause 5.3.14.2 that the condition of “else if the Access Category is Access Category '0'” is for RRC resumption triggered by multicast reception. 
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The following observation and proposals are made:
Observation 1: For RRC resume due to multicast reception, which is triggered by UE, after being rejected by the NW, if UE doesn’t consider the access attempt as barred for this case, it will lead to deadlock. 
Proposal 1: UE considers the access attempt as barred during T302 running, if the Access Category is '0' for RRC resumption triggered by multicast reception.
Proposal 2: Clarify in clause 5.3.14.2 that the condition of “else if the Access Category is Access Category '0'” is for RRC resumption triggered by multicast reception. 
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