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1
Overall description
In CT1 #94 meeting, CT1 agreed that the service authorisation for Remote UEs would include the following parameters (see subclause 5.1.3 of TS 24.334):
d)
the PLMNs in which the UE is authorised to act as a remote UE towards a UE-to-network relay when the UE is served by E-UTRAN, and for each PLMN, a timer T4005 indicating for how long the authorisation policy for that operation is valid;

e)
whether the UE is authorised to act as a remote UE towards a UE-to-network relay when the UE is not served by E-UTRAN; and

In SA2 #113 meeting, the CT1 agreement above was discussed (S2-160278) but SA2 decided that the per-PLMN service authorisationfor the Remote UE when served by E-UTRAN (i.e when the Remote UE is using the resources indicated by the serving cell for ProSe) was not needed. Finally, the original SA2 agreement was kept, that is (see S2-160554):
The following information is provisioned in the UE in support of the UE assuming the role of a Remote UE and thereby enabling the use of a ProSe UE-to-Network Relay:

1)
Authorisation policy for using a ProSe UE-to-Network Relay:

- Indicates whether the UE is authorised to use a ProSe UE-to-Network Relay.
In CT1 #96 meeting, whether to align the CT1 specification with SA2’s agreement above was discussed. However, CT1 believes the per-PLMN service authorisation for Remote UEs is useful due to the following reasons:

· It is easier for operators to manage the service authorisation when there is an explicit authorised PLMN list that can be enforced in the remote UE. By having this list a VPLMN can be excluded (say because there is no agreement between this VPLMN and the HPLMN)

· Without such a list it is not clear how the use of relay operation in a particular VPLMN can be prohibited by the HPLMN.

· The service authorisation for “one-to-one communication” is not equivalent to the service authorisation for use of a relay. So the list of authorised PLMNs for one-to-one communication cannot replace the list of authorised PLMNs for relay use. An operator may wish to authorise one-to-one communication in PLMN A (for isolated one-to-one ad hoc communication), but to prohibit the use of a relay in this same PLMN A. Thus having separate lists of authorised PLMNs (one for one-to-one communication and one for relay use) maximizes the flexibility of operator control.
2
Actions
To SA2 

ACTION: CT1 kindly asks SA2 to take the above into account and update SA2 specification if required.
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