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1 Introduction
In RAN2#102 meeting, RAN2 has made the following agreements to UAC for eLTE:
Agreements

1：NR Agreements listed in ANNEX are applied to LTE/5GC
2:  Specify the UAC in 5.3.X, i.e. a new section.

3
New SIB will be specified to carry UAC parameters.

In this contribution, we will discuss the aspect of the new SIB (SIB 25) update.
2 Discussion
The current approach for ACB is via SIB2 broadcast and SIB14 for EAB in LTE. For LTE, ACB parameters are subjected to normal SIB modification procedure where for EAB parameters are subjected to quick SIB modification procedure, i.e. the same way as ETWS/CMAS. Since a new SIB is introduced to accommodate the UAC parameters, we need to discuss which SIB modification procedure the new SIB should follow.

In LTE, we used the access classes (e.g. 0..9) and barring bitmap for EAB as a baseline, i.e. no barring factor as in ACB, so that when an AC turns to “not bar” from “bar”, all the UEs with that AC will access the network synchronously after reading the SIB that contains the EAB info at the the modification period boundary. That’s the reason why SIB14 update mechanism follows the fast SI update mechanism way like ETWS/CMAS, where the turning-on of EAB will be notified via paging at different paging occasions and UEs configured with EAB shall obtain the EAB configuration from SIB broadcast immediately before accessing the network, which spreads accesses automatically.
However, in UAC, barring factor and the barring time factor per access category are used even for delayTolerantAccess , i.e. access category 1. And by making use of the persistence values, a similar back-off effect could be achieved. We don’t see any reason to the introduction of fast SI update mechanism, i.e. ETWS like notification in LTE for the new SIB. Therefore, we propose:
Proposal 1: New SIB for UAC should follow the normal update mechanism (value tag based, subject to SI modification period), not the ETWS like notification.
3 Conclusions

Based on the discussion, our proposals are provided as follows: 
Proposal 1: New SIB for UAC should follow the normal update mechanism (value tag based, subject to SI modification period), not the ETWS like notification.
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