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[bookmark: _Ref165266342]1 Introduction
In ASN.1 review, [W010] is to say, after receiving RRCReject with wait time (T302), MBS UE still selects AC = 0 to initiate RRC resume as response for poor signal quality criterion. However as “AC = 0” will not be barred or impacted by barring timer (e.g., T302), therefore the condition “Access Category considered being alleviated” is not applicable to AC = 0. The “AC = 0” part should be removed from the spec.
As per WI RRC rapporteur suggestion, [W010] is listed as PropReject but could be jointly discussed with [H074], and in [H074], it is to say, RRC resume due to multicast reception can also be rejected by the NW, but the MBS UE behavior is missing in this case if RRC resume is rejected. Therefore, it is suggested to discuss related behaviors when UE’s RRC resume for multicast reception is rejected.
Therefore in this contribution, we discussed the issue related to [H074] and [W010].
2 Discussion
2.1 Background
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For Multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE, considering the Multicast scheduling is unified for all UEs in RRC_INACTIVE, for part of UEs, if the measured RSRP or RSRQ of serving cell is poor, such UEs may not receive Multicast session well in RRC_INACTIVE due to unified schedule, then the UE can go to RRC_CONNECTED for Multicast reception since Multicast reception in RRC_CONENCTED is UE-specific scheduling.
One issue is identified that if the UE receives RRCReject after initiating RRC connection resume procedure due to poor signal quality, when does the UE re-evaluate this RSRP/Q condition and initiate RRC resume again? More detail information in RAN2#124 is shown below:
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Based on the above agreement, some spec change is introduced in clause 5.3.14.4, and the intention of the spec change is to say since T302 (waitTime) will be started, the MBS UE who will select AC = 0 can re-evaluate the RSRP/Q condition specified in clause 5.1.13.1d after T302 expires.
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2.2 Issues on RRC Resume after being rejected
However, the problem is that RAN2 has agreed that the MBS UE will select AC = 0 to initiate RRC resume as response for poor signal quality specified in clause 5.3.13.1d. But the AC = 0 is normally used for mt-Access (e.g., paging), according to the UAC mechanism, it will not be barred or impacted by barring timer (e.g., T302). Therefore the current spec (clause 5.3.14.4) is not correct/needed, i.e., “1>when barring for an Access Category is considered being alleviated” is not applicable to AC = 0. 
Therefore as long as the UE selects AC = 0 to perform such kind of RRC resume procedure, the UE, in theory, could re-evaluate the criterion and initiate RRC resume at any time again after RRCReject, which I admit is also not a suitable behaviour. So this is the reason why [H074] should be discussed, i.e., MBS UE behaviour on RRCResume after being rejected is missing. Regarding this, since the Rel-18 Multicast feature is already done, more enhancement is not promising, but if companies have concern, a NOTE still can be introduced as the achieved agreement indicated, for example, “if the UE receives RRCReject after initiating RRC resume due to poor signal quality, when the UE decides to re-evaluate this RSRP/Q threshold to make RRC resume decision is up to UE implementation, e.g., UE may refer to T302 to make this decision”. And a smart UE will not keep evaluating or initiating RRC resume all the time.
Proposal 1: RAN2 to agree the text proposal in annex A.
Proposal 2: RAN2 to discuss whether a further clarification by a NOTE is needed for RRC resume due to poor signal quality after being rejected.
3 Conclusions
Proposal 1: RAN2 to agree the text proposal in annex A.
Proposal 2: RAN2 to discuss whether a further clarification by a NOTE is needed for RRC resume due to poor signal quality after being rejected.
4.1 Annex A
[bookmark: _Toc60776848][bookmark: _Toc156129830]5.3.14.4	T302, T390 expiry or stop (Barring alleviation)
The UE shall:
1>	if timer T302 expires or is stopped:
2>	for each Access Category for which T390 is not running:
3>	consider the barring for this Access Category to be alleviated:
1>	else if timer T390 corresponding to an Access Category other than '2' expires or is stopped, and if timer T302 is not running:
2>	consider the barring for this Access Category to be alleviated;
1>	else if timer T390 corresponding to the Access Category '2' expires or is stopped:
2>	consider the barring for this Access Category to be alleviated;
1>	when barring for an Access Category is considered being alleviated:
2>	if the Access Category was informed to upper layers as barred:
3>	inform upper layers about barring alleviation for the Access Category.
[bookmark: _GoBack]2>	else if the Access Category is Access Category '0':
3>	perform actions specified in 5.3.13.1d;
2>	if barring is alleviated for Access Category '8'; or
2>	if barring is alleviated for Access Category '2':
3>	perform actions specified in 5.3.13.8;
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5.3.14.4 T302, T390 expiry or stop (Barring alleviation)
The UE shall:
1> if timer T302 expires or is stopped:
2> for each Access Category for which T390 is not running;:
3> consider the barring for this Access Category to be alleviated:

1> else if timer T390 corresponding to an Access Category other than 2' expires or is stopped, and if timer T302 is
not running:

2> consider the barring for this Access Category to be alleviated;

1> else if timer T390 corresponding to the Access Category "2' expires or is stopped:
2> consider the barring for this Access Category to be alleviated;

1> when barring for an Access Category is considered being alleviated:
2> if the Access Category was informed to upper layers as barred:

3> inform upper layers about barring alleviation for the Access Category.

2> if barring is alleviated for Access Category '8'; or
2> if barring is alleviated for Access Category '2":

3> perform actions specified in 5.3.13.8;
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5.3.13.1d  RRC connection resume for multicast reception
In RRC_INACTIVE state, if configured with MBS multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE, the UE shall:

1> if the RRC connection resume procedure is triggered for multicast reception at reception of SIB/, as specified in
5.2.2.4.2;or

1> if the PTM configuration is not available in the cell after cell selection or reselection forfa multicast session that
the UE has joined for which the UE is not indicated to stop monitoring the G-RNTI; or

1> if mbs-NeighbourCellList acquired in the previous cell indicates that a multicast session that the UE has joined
for which the UE is not indicated to stop monitoring the G-RNTI is not provided for RRC_INACTIVE in the
current serving cell; or
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Proposal 1: The UE only triggers resumption for a multicast session due to bad quality in case it is
monitoring the G-RNTI corresponding to the multicast session.

DISCUSSION on P1:
- Ericsson has mixed feelings, can be configurable or not have it at all.
- LGE does not support P1 as it will delay service reception.
- CATT does not think missing Paging is not an issue.

DISCUSSION on P2:
- Nokia asks what happens if the UE does not re-evaluate? Huawei clarifies after such time, the quality
might get better and UE will resume unnecessarily.|
- Vivo agrees with the intention, but special cases do not have to be captured. QCM agrees.

= Understanding is the UE uses the latest available measurement for condition evaluation,
no need to capture special cases.




