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	Ericsson (to coordinate with other companies)
	It should be possible for the network to bar a UE when the mobileIAB-Support is not provided for the selected PLMN nor the registered PLMN nor PLMN of the equivalent PLMN list nor the selected SNPN nor the registered SNPN nor SNPN of the equivalent SNPN list. RAN2 should confirm this. This RIL is just for bookkeeping and the understanding is that this will be discussed based on companies contributions.
	Confirm that a UE conside the cell as barred when the mobileIAB-Support is not provided for the selected PLMN nor the registered PLMN nor PLMN of the equivalent PLMN list nor the selected SNPN nor the registered SNPN nor SNPN of the equivalent SNPN list.



2. Discussion 
According to TS 38.331 v18.0.0, mobile IAB-MT considers a cell not broadcasting mobileIAB-Support SIB as barred.  
	[bookmark: _Toc60776719][bookmark: _Toc156129640]5.2.2.4.2	Actions upon reception of the SIB1
….
[bookmark: _Hlk55890539]2>	if frequencyShift7p5khz is present and the UE supports corresponding 7.5kHz frequency shift on this band; or frequencyShift7p5khz is not present:
…
3>	else if UE is IAB-MT and if iab-Support is not provided for the selected PLMN nor the registered PLMN nor PLMN of the equivalent PLMN list nor the selected SNPN nor the registered SNPN:
4>	consider the cell as barred in accordance with TS 38.304 [20];
3> else if UE is a mobile IAB-MT and if mobileIAB-Support is not provided for the selected PLMN nor the registered PLMN nor PLMN of the equivalent PLMN list nor the selected SNPN nor the registered SNPN:
4>	consider the cell as barred in accordance with TS 38.304 [20];
Editor’s Note: FFS whether a cell can be barred for a mobile IAB-MT.



During the post#124 email discussion, one company raised the question whether this barring is really needed in that considering mobility of mobile IAB-MT, it may be desirable to allow mobile IAB to access a cell even not broadcasting mobileIAB-Support in SIB1, just to get minimal services such as OAM access. 
Although we have some sympathy with the intention of the above view, we think the current behaviour as specified in 38.331 v18.0.0 is fine. 
If the mobile-IAB MT wants to access a cell not broadcasting mobileIAB-Support in SIB1just to get OAM access without providing backhaul services to UEs with this connection, we believe that the MT can identify (or declare) itself as normal UE for this moment, not as mobile IAB-MT. As long as the MT identifies (declares) itself as normal UE, the MT is not barred from a cell not broadcasting mobileIAB-Support and hence the access to the cell is permitted. The MT as normal UE then can contact OAM server to get some necessary provisioning to work as mobile IAB. Then when the MT later camps a cell broadcasting mobileIAB-Support, it can access the cell as mobile IAB-MT and start backhauling services based on the provisioned configuration. 
Observation: If MT capable of mobile IAB-MT wants to access a cell not broadcasting mobileIAB-Support in SIB1 just to get minimal services such as OAM access without providing a backhauling services via this cell, the MT can access the cell by identifying (or declaring) itself as normal UE. 
One downside of this approach declaring itself as normal UE might be that the MT declaring itself as normal UE can no longer bypass normal access barring mechanisms but we believe that this does not cause any real problem in most case, because the access attempt is already just for OAM access, which is not time-critical.   
Based on the above discussion, we conclude that the current baring control of mobile IAB-MT based on mobileIAB-Support is fine. 
Proposal: If a cell does not broadcast a mobileIAB-Support in SIB1, mobile IAB-MT considers the cell as barred, as already specified in TS 38.331 v18.0.0.
3. Conclusion 
This contribution discusses whether a separate barring mechanism other than relying on mobileIAB-Support for mobile IAB-MT is necessary and suggests the following observation and proposal. 
Observation: If MT capable of mobile IAB-MT wants to access a cell not broadcasting mobileIAB-Support in SIB1 just to get minimal services such as OAM access without providing a backhauling services via this cell, the MT can access the cell by identifying (or declaring) itself as normal UE. 
Proposal: If a cell does not broadcast a mobileIAB-Support in SIB1, mobile IAB-MT considers the cell as barred, as already specified in TS 38.331 v18.0.0 (i.e., no change is needed 
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