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Overall description
CT1 thanks RAN2 for the LS on establishment/resume cause value and UAC on L2 SL Relay. CT1 would like to provide the following feedback.
Question 1: Which option does CT1 prefer?
Answer 1: CT1 prefers option 2 to reuse existing establishment/resume cause values. The reasons are as following:

· a new establishment/resume cause value to be used for all cases triggered by remote UE could conceal all the service types that trigger the request to establish the connection, which is against the original purpose of establishment/resume cause. For example, the emergency service requested by a remote UE would be the same as the normal service of a remote UE from the perspective of the gNB;
· existing establishment/resume cause values are enough to reveal all the service types from the remote UE;
· the relay UE and the gNB need to be enhanced to support a new establishment/resume cause value;

· A new establishment/resume cause value would lead to a waste of signalling and resource when the gNB accepts the access request of the relay UE based on the new cause value only for relay purpose and rejects the access of the remote UE based on the establishment cause value set according to the service type. If the relay UE set the establishment cause value to the cause value requested by the remote UE only for relay purpose, the waste of signalling and resource could be avoided.

CT1 would like to inform RAN2 that CT1 have reached a consensus that the relay UE shall set the cause value to the cause value requested by the remote UE only for relay purpose.
Question 2: Can CT1 confirm this agreement?
Answer 2: Yes, CT1 can confirm that the remote UE can reuse the legacy access control mechanism and no need to enhance the access control procedure of remote UE.

Question 3: When IDLE/INACTIVE Relay UE intends to access network only for the purpose of relaying but not for its own service, which option does CT1 prefer?
Answer 3: CT1 prefers option 1, i.e., the IDLE/INACTIVE relay UE should skip UAC procedure. Reasons are as following：
-
Since the remote UE already performs the access control as legacy, it would result in double access control procedures from the perspective of the remote UE if the relay UE still performed the UAC procedure only for relaying, which is unfair to the remote UE.

-
There is no NAS impact on skipping the UAC procedure of the relay UE, as the NAS layer of the relay UE can determine the AI, AC and establishment cause, passes the corresponding parameters to the AS layer, and let the AS layer determine whether to skip the UAC check or not.
2
Actions
To <RAN2> 

ACTION: 
3GPP TSG CT WG1 respectfully asks RAN2 to take the above feedback into account.
3
Dates of next TSG CT WG1 meetings
TBD
