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1. Overall Description:

CT1 would like to thank RAN2 for their LS on EAB requirements. CT1 responds to RAN2 questions that pertain to CT1 domain.
Question 1 (to SA1/CT1): Can RRC Connection establishment requests for mobile originating calls from a UE be selectively subject to EAB? RAN2 discussed these possible use cases:

Q1-1: Shall a “UE configured for EAB” which is only a member of any AC0-9 always apply EAB for all RRC connection establishment requests (except for emergency calls and Mobile Terminating calls) in case the network broadcasts EAB parameters? 

CT1 response: Yes.
Or can a UE which is configured for EAB make RRC connection requests (other than for emergency calls and for mobile terminated calls) that are not subject to EAB? (i.e., can EAB be applied on a per RRC Connection establishment basis for mobile originating calls e.g. depending on the application?)  

CT1 response: No.
Q1-2: If a “UE configured for EAB” is a member of AC11-15 and AC11-15 are valid in the registered PLMN (i.e., AC12, 13, 14 in the home country and ACs 11, 15 in the HPLMN/ EHPLMN), shall all RRC connection establishment requests for mobile originating calls (except for emergency calls and mobile terminated calls) be treated as “high priority access” and thus such a UE shall ignore EAB information broadcast by network? Or can NAS request AS to apply EAB on a per RRC connection establishment request basis even though the UE has valid AC11-15 e.g., by not indicating “high priority access” to AS? 

CT1 response: If an “UE configured for EAB” is a member of AC 11-15, AC11-15 is valid in the registered PLMN and AC11-15 is not barred by access class barring, CT1 understanding is that RRC connection establishment requests for mobile originating calls are not subject to EAB.
Question 2 (to SA1/CT1): If based on the answer to Question 1, EAB shall always be applied, is the configuration “UE configured for EAB” changeable on a per application basis or is the setting more permanent? i.e., is “UE configured for EAB” a device characteristic which applies for all applications supported by the UE? 

CT1 response: CT1 understanding is that UE configuration is operator configurable via USAT or OMA DM and not changed often and setting is a device characteristic. 
Question 3 (to SA1/CT1): Are RRC connection Request for “delay tolerant” (i.e. low priority) and ”RRC connection requests subject to EAB” one-to-one mapped? i.e., will delay tolerant (i.e. low priority) access requests (and only delay tolerant access requests) always be the subject to EAB? And other RRC Connection Request than for delay tolerant will not be subject to EAB?

CT1 response: CT1 has understood that the intention has been to design MTC related protocol enhancements so that they can be supported by other types of UEs too, if needed. Therefore, CT1 has defined 2 separate configurations for EAB and NAS signalling low priority (delay tolerant) in 3GPP TS 24.368, hence it is possible to configure them independently. CT1 is also aware that the same principle applies on the corresponding configuration maintained by the HPLMN operator in 3GPP TS 31.102.
CT1 would like to ask a question to SA2:

CT1 does not have a common understanding on how the following requirements in 3GPP TS 23.060 subclause 5.3.13.3 should be interpreted. Hence, would like to ask SA2 for clarification on whether the restrictions below should be applicable for UE configuration only or should CT1 design stage 3 protocol considering the two settings as independent configurations?

"MSs can be configured for one or more of the above options with the following restrictions:

-
in this Release of the specification, an MS that is configured for low access priority shall also be configured for Extended Access Barring; and

-
in this Release of the specification, an MS that is configured for Extended Access Barring shall be configured for low access priority."
2. Actions:

To TSG RAN WG2 group.
ACTION: 
CT1 asks TSG RAN-WG2 to take above answers into account.
To TSG SA WG2 group.
ACTION: 
CT1 asks TSG SA-WG2 to answer the question above.
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