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RAN2 would like to thank SA2 for the further work on the QoS label characteristics and the provision of the updated table in their LS [S2-073079].

RAN2 discussed the content of the table and concluded that the provided parameters are in general sufficient to configure the required LTE radio bearers per label.

Further discussion took place on the question how a priority between the different SAE access bearers for one user should be derived from the labels. It was further questioned if this does imply that two SAE bearers tagged with the same label are treated with equal priority or if additional priority information should be provided to the eNB scheduler. Two possible solutions were shortly discussed: one based on a static configuration of priorities (e.g. by O&M means) and a more dynamic solution which implies that additional priority information is provided by the EPC (at least for the case where multiple SAE bearers with the same label are configured for one UE) over the S1 interface. Alternatively a priority should be provided as part of the label or additional labels should be defined. 

Regarding the priorities between users it was agreed that further information must be available for the eNB scheduler. A solution proposed in R2- R2-071948/R2-073117 is based on a “subscriber type” indication via the S1 interface which could also be used for this purpose. In short it is proposed to define a “subscriber type” as part of the UE context configured in the eNB upon LTE_ACTIVE state activation which then could be used for several RRM purposes (including a priority indication between users). Details for this solution are also submitted to RAN3 meeting #57in R3-071599 and to the next SA2 meeting.
Action
To SA2: RAN2 would kindly like to ask SA2 to provide information to RAN2 on how priorities between SAE bearers shall be handled, especially in the case where two SAE bearers with the same label are configured for the UE. 

Furthermore for the differentiation between users SA2 should discuss solutions and provide RAN2 with the outcome of the discussion. 

To SA2 & RAN3: RAN2 would kindly like to ask SA2 & RAN3 to discuss if the “subscriber type” solution provides sufficient means to apply a user differentiation in the eNB for RRM purpose (e.g. to decide which user should be served first in case of identical SAE bearers established and given similar radio conditions). 
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