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Introduction
In RAN2#101bis, RAN2 agreed that a single bit in the paging is used to indicate SIB 1 and SI change:
Agreements
1:	Single bit is provided in paging message and in DCI (1 bit of the bit string provided by RAN1) to indicate system information change (i.e. no indication of SIB or SI message) As a consequence the UE reads SIB1 to determine what has changed. For idle mode case the UE also reads MIB.

In order for the UE to know which SI has changed, it needs to acquire SIB1 to determine which SI has changed
For ETWS and CMAS SIB, RAN2 agreed to use a single indication in the paging instead of 2 indications as in LTE:
Agreement
1	Single bit is provided in paging message and in DCI for warning messages (not a separate bit for CMAS and ETWS as previously agreed). UE immediately acquires warning messages after this indication.
FFS: Whether to make this a generic bit to indicate immediate acquisition of SI will be considered after AC discussion has progressed. 	

It is also marked as FFS in the running CR:
Editor’s Note: [FFS if the update mechanism for access control notifications and other non-access control configuration updates]
In this contribution, we discuss whether to make the CMAS and ETWS indication generic for the access control parameter change in SIB1.
Discussion
In the last meeting, it is left FFS on whether to make the PWS indication generic so that it can also be applied to change of access control parameters in SIB1. 
In LTE, access control change will either require the UE to acquire the access control SIB immediately for the case of Extended Access Barring (EAB) or to acquire it at the next BCCH modification boundary for the case of ACB and ACDC.  The reason for acquiring the access control SIB immediately for the case of EAB and not on the BCCH modification boundary is to allow the network to immediately stop large number of MTC and delay tolerant UEs from accessing the cell. Another reason is to prevent large number of MTC and delay tolerant UEs from accessing cell at the BCCH modification boundary once the access barring is unset.
However, MTC is not currently in the scope of Rel-15 NR, neither is delay tolerant UEs. Even though one of the UE access categories in UAC is for delay tolerant UEs, it is apparently designated for future use. Hence the current UAC is more for non-MTC/non-delay tolerant UEs and thus acquiring at the BCCH modification boundary is sufficient. 
Furthermore, if the reason for the immediate acquiring of the access control is only targeted for MTC and delay tolerant UEs, one consequence of making the PWS indication generic for immediate access control is that non-delay tolerant UEs may also be waken up to read the SIB1 for UAC parameters unnecessarily. In this case, a separate indication would be needed instead when MTC and/or delay tolerant UEs are introduced in future release.
Hence it is proposed that:
Proposal#1: PWS indication in paging is not made generic for access control parameters in SIB1.
Proposal#2: For Rel-15, change of UAC parameters is indicated by SI change indication in the paging.
If Proposals#1 and #2 are agreed, it is just removing the Editor’s note in the running CR.
Conclusion and proposals
It is requested that RAN 2 discuss and agree on the following proposal:
Proposal#1: PWS indication in paging is not made generic for access control parameters in SIB1.
Proposal#2: For Rel-15, Change of UAC parameters is indicated by SI change indication in the paging.

