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1. Overall Description:

RAN2 would like to thank SA1 for the reply LS on ACDC requirements (R2-151029/S1-151622). RAN2 discussed the RAN impacts to meet the latest stage 1 requirements based on the agreed CR to TS 22.011 in S1-151621 and made following agreements:
1) The association between the ACDC categories and the particular, operator-identified applications is transparent on AS level unless CT1 indicates otherwise.

2) It should be possible to allow traffic corresponding to an ACDC category to be not barred. The signalling and barring mechanism will be discussed later.

3) There should be one bit per broadcast PLMN ID indicating whether ACDC is applicable for UEs not in their HPLMN (roaming).

4) Provisioning and use of barring information in UMTS should be supported for PS domain only. 

It should be noted that the agreements 1), 2), 3) applies to both LTE and UMTS. Furthermore, agreement 4) implies that for CS domain the UE would be still subject to ACB. Based on the agreements above RAN2 will continue its work on the system information aspects regarding the broadcast of ACDC barring information.  
RAN2 would like to ask SA1 whether the agreements above address appropriately the corresponding stage 1 requirements. 
In addition, RAN2 would like to ask SA1 to provide feedback to following open aspect:
RAN2 assumes that CSFB case will be handled by legacy rule and not by ACDC. However, RAN2 is uncertain about the intended relation of ACDC and the following access control mechanisms:
· If a UE is configured for both EAB and ACDC, and the serving network simultaneously broadcasts EAB and ACDC configuration, should the UE be subject to both access control mechanisms or only apply one of them?
· Is it possible that IMS based applications (voice, video and other types) could be associated to an ACDC category? If the answer is yes and a UE is configured for ACDC and the serving network simultaneously broadcasts ACDC and SSAC configuration in LTE, should IMS voice and video applications (i.e. MMTEL voice and video) be subject to both access control mechanisms or only apply one of them? 
RAN2 would like to understand whether to prevent double barring or to leave this up to network configuration. SA1 is asked to provide feedback about the intended relation between ACDC and the above access control mechanisms.
2. Actions:

To SA1 group:
ACTION: 
RAN2 respectfully asks SA1 whether the RAN2 agreements made address appropriately the stage 1 requirements and to provide feedback to the open aspect addressed.
3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:

RAN2 Meeting #91
24 – 28 August 2015
Beijing, China
RAN2 Meeting #91bis
5 – 9 October 2015
Malmo, Sweden
