3GPP TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting #101
R2-1802938
Athens, Greece, 26 February – 2 March 2018 
Title:
[DRAFT]
 Reply LS on CT1's chosen solution for unified access control
Response to:
LS (C1-180708 on CT1's chosen solution for unified access control)
Release:
Rel-15
Work Item:
NR_newRAT-Core, 5GS_Ph1-CT
Source:
Intel Corporation [to be RAN2] 
To:
CT1
Cc:
SA1
Contact Person:


Name:
Yi GUO
Tel. Number:
+86-15900449667 
E-mail Address:
yi.guo@intel.com
Send any reply LS to:
3GPP Liaisons Coordinator, mailto:3GPPLiaison@etsi.org 
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1. Overall Description:

RAN2 thanks CT1 for the LS on CT1's chosen solution for unified access control.  RAN2 further discussed the questions from CT1 LS and would like to provide following feedback.
Question 1:
Is there a need for NAS to provide AS with the establishment cause when NAS makes a request to AS for access? If yes, what are these establishment causes and will there be more establishment causes than what is there for RRC establishment cause in E-UTRAN?

Answer 1: 
For NR/eLTE the mapping between access categories/access identities and establishment cause value is needed since it is unlikely that the msg3 can accommodate the cause value based on combination of access categories and access identities due to restricted MSG3 size. RAN2 agreed that NAS performs the mapping, and provide RRC establishment cause value to AS when NAS makes a request to AS for access; FFS on whether NAS also provides RRC establishment cause value for AS triggered events.

Regarding whether more establishment causes will be supported or not, RAN2 has no consensus since it depends on MSG3 size and operator requirement. RAN2 will provide input once RAN2 has agreement. NR at least supports same granularity as LTE, i.e. 3 bits, max 8 cause values. LTE cause values (emergency, highPriorityAccess, mt-Access, mo-Signalling, mo-Data, delayTolerantAccess, mo-VoiceCall) will be reused for NR
. Access identities 1,2, 11-15 (MPS, MCS and AC11-15) all use establishment cause value highPriorityAccess. 
Question 2:
CT1 assumes that the call type will not be needed for NG-RAN access. Can RAN2 please confirm?

Answer 2:
RAN2 confirms that the call type is not needed for NG-RAN access. 
Question 3:
As access barring checks are against an access category, CT1 believes that any barring timer when access is not allowed, will be on per access category basis. Can RAN2 confirm?

Answer 3:
RAN2 confirms that any barring timer when access is not allowed, is on per access category basis.
Question 4:
CT1 documented that barring test is done in a layer lower than the NAS layer and CT1 has left open documenting where or in which of those lower layers, the barring timer(s) is(are) run. CT1 seeks RAN2's view, or can that be left to implementation without specifying which layer run the barring timer(s)?

Answer 4:
RAN2 prefer to keep and run the barring timers in AS layer.
Question 5:
CT1 seeks RAN2 confirmation that when barring is alleviated (for a specific access category), the indication of alleviation of access barring is indicated to the NAS on a per access category basis.

Answer 5:
RAN2 confirms that when barring is alleviated (for a specific access category), the indication of alleviation of access barring is indicated to the NAS on a per access category basis.
Question 6:
Does RAN2 expect that AS needs to retrieve the access identities from NAS layer for other purposes - e.g. when AS in RRC INACTIVE needs to make access attempt for access stratum purposes, e.g. for RAN Paging Area updating? For this outstanding point, CT1 included an editor's note stating:
Editor's note:
Whether the applicable access identities also need to be provided to the lower layers based on other triggers is FFS.

Answer 6:     AS need to retrieve the access identities from NAS layer for AS triggered event.
2. Actions:

To CT1 group
ACTION: 

RAN2 respectfully requests CT1 to take the above into account.
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