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1 Introduction
In RAN2#101bis, UAC for RRC inactive state was discussed the following agreements are reached.
Agreements (to be confirmed with CT1)

1
Confirmed that RRC resume triggered by uplink data in RRC_INACTIVE should be subject to access control.

2
RAN2 preference is that the behaviour is specified in NAS specs (as for idle mode case)

In RAN2#102, there are some agreements about Unified Access Control for inactive state UE and some agreements are reached as follows.
Agreements for NR and LTE/5GC

1: UE AS sets the resume cause value corresponding of RNA update (i.e. specified in 38.331)

2: UE AS maps RNA update to the corresponding access category, and perform a barring check for the mapped access category (i.e. specified in 38.331)
FFS Whether to use access category 3 for MO-signaling or a standardised RAN specific access category.
In this paper, we discuss the access category for RNAU considering both NR and LTE/5GC.
2 Discussions and Proposals

Regarding to the whether access category 3 for MO signalling or a standardized RAN specific access category, we think both LTE/5GC and NR/5GC should be considered.  For LTE/5GC case, if access category 3 for MO signalling is used, the constraint is that there is no differentiation between RNAU and MO signalling for UAC.  However, considering the limited MSG3 size, at least for LTE/5GC case, access category 3 for MO signalling is acceptable.

Proposal 1 For LTE/5GC, it is preferable to use access category 3 for MO signalling for RNAU.

For NR case, as RAN1 LS mentioned, NR can support 56 bits and 72 bits MSG3 payload size.  Thus, we think it is feasible to use either access category 3 for MO signalling or a standardized RAN specific access category.  Using a standardized RAN specific access category is a clean solution which is preferred.

Proposal 2 For NR case, a standardized RAN specific access category is preferred.
One may argue that this mean different solutions in LTE/5GC and NR cases.  However, in our view, this is caused by the fact that LTE MSG3 is smaller than NR MSG3.  Thus, due to the limitation of MSG3 size, there can be some difference in UAC design for NR and LTE/5GC which will anyway happen. 
3 Conclusion

In this contribution, we discuss necessity of slice information in RRC connection resume and we have the following proposals.
Proposal 1 For LTE/5GC, it is preferable to use access category 3 for MO signalling for RNAU.

Proposal 2 For NR case, a standardized RAN specific access category is preferred.
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