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Title: Access Control Drafting Session
Objective: To agree on answers to LS from CT1 (C1-171965)
Source: Intel
Contact Person:	
Name: Ana Lucia Pinheiro		
Tel. Number: + 1 (503) 801-0278	
E-mail Address:	ana.lucia.a.pinheiro@intel.com


Conclusion of Drafting Session: SA1 discussed in length the first question of the LS, regarding whether or not access control should apply to connected mode. SA1 was not able to reach consensus regarding this question. It was concluded that there will be no time in this meeting to discuss all questions from the LS, and thus there was consensus that the LS will be postponed to the next SA1 meeting.

Inputs to this discussion: 

	S1-172174
	R2-1702441
	LS on Access Control for NR

	S1-172170
	C1-171965
	LS on unified Access Control for 5G NR

	S1-172213
	LG Electronics
	CR22.261v15.0.0: Requirements on Access Control in 5G system

	S1-172082
	Intel Corporation
	CR22.261v15.0.0: 5G NR Access Control




Question 1: Is there a service requirement to support access control in connected mode for 5GS?

Suggested answer:

Yes, but only SSAC functionality applies. We should leave the option to add other type of control later, if needed. 

Question 2: What device properties, device types or profiles, kinds of services, applications or call types etc. should be taken into account for access category mapping and will SA1 define corresponding stage 1 requirements?
Option 1 (mostly based on Intel CR paper): 
Access categories are based on various criteria such as 
a. Access Class (or AC range)
b. Relationship between the UE and the PLMN (e.g, HPLMN, equivalent HPLMN, most preferred PLMN)
c. Type of UE (e.g., delay tolerant or non-delay tolerant)
d. Type of access attempt, e.g.: 
i. For IMS: MMTel voice, MMTel video or SMS over IMS
ii. For non-IMS: application category
e. Connection state applicable: idle or connected
The above parameters are the ones used in legacy access control. In 5G system, the specific network slice that the UE wants to access may also be considered as part of access control criteria and may also be considered as part of the access category definition.

Option 2 (Ana’s proposal mostly based on LGE CR ): 
Access categories are based on various criteria such as device type, subscription, applications.
Question 3: The feasibility of applying this unified access barring mechanism in network slices scenario
Suggested answer: 
SA1 cannot comment on feasibility, this question is left for SA2 to answer.

Question 4: Whether determination of access categories can have the same meaning regardless of different network operators, i.e., standardized values. However, definition of operator-specific access categories in addition to the standardized ones may be further discussed.

Option 1:
Some access categories may be specified by 3GPP specifications (i.e., the access categories that are the same for all operators). 
Some access categories are operator-specific and can be configured by each operator in the UE (e.g., operator may define access category based on slices, these would be operator-specific).
Which specific access categories are to be specified and which ones can be operator specific is left for RAN2 to decide. 
Option 2:
This is left for RAN2 to decide.

SA1 also to discuss in this session if we should have a CR to 22.261 in this meeting.
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