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Introduction
There have been LS exchanged between RAN3 and SA2 and between RAN2 and SA2 on the topic of UE differentiation for NB-IoT during year 2017 and 2018.

This paper is to clarify what are the agreements that should be specified.
Discussion
RAN3 had discussed about the UE differentiation for a few meetings without obvious progress. At RAN3#97 (Berlin, 2017. 08) we concluded the possible ways of UE differentiation, e.g.
a) Use the DCN id
b) Use the UE Usage Type
c) Use the SPID
d) Introduce a new attribute

Due to there was no agreement in RAN3, and the possible solutions may impact SA2, in [1], RAN3 asked SA2:
“to check whether a), b) or c) or other possible existing attributes could be used for UE differentiation in the eNB for NB-IoT (maybe with potential modifications); if not, RAN3 would like SA2 to provide guidance on how this may be achieved.”

Meanwhile the topic had gained interest in RAN2 group, and in the second half of 2017, RAN2 had worked on identifying a list of UE-specific information, which can be used in the UE differentiation for NB-IoT.

Hence the sub-topic of UE differentiation under WI NB-IoT has been on hold in waiting for the SA2 and RAN2 progress on the parameter list. 

In RAN3#98 (Reno, 2017.11), in addition to the parameter list, a vendor specific UE Differentiation information was discussed in RAN2/RAN3 groups.
In RAN2#101 meeting, RAN2 has agreed on introducing a vendor specific UE differentiation information IE on S1-AP/X2-AP interface for NB-IoT to exchange UE differentiation information that has been monitored in the eNB. RAN2 has also concluded on the parameter list (sent from CN to RAN).

While SA2 has been discussing the parameter list for NB-IoT UE differentiation with RAN2, they did not reply to the RAN3 LS sent in 2017.08, until the Athens meeting in 2018.02, RAN3 received LS reply in [2]. In this LS reply SA2 did not provide answers, instead several questions were asked:
· How would the service be differentiated? 
· In particular, is the expectation to allocate priorities for the UE to access the network in specific frequencies or RATs, differentiate the packet forwarding treatments, etc.?
· Should such UE differentiation be limited to NB-IoT, and if so, why?


It seems that SA2 had decoupled the LS sent from RAN3 in [1] from the rest of the UE differentiation discussions, such as the parameter list, vendor specific UE differentiation information.
In our opinion, by the time we have agreed on the need of the parameter list and the vendor specific information, we could conclude the discussion on the NB-IoT UE differentiation. Hence we propose that RAN3 to reply to SA2 that we have already concluded on this topic and no further discussion is needed.

Proposal 1: RAN3 in the response to SA2 LS [2] clarifies to SA2 that RAN3 consider the discussion on UE differentiation for NB-IoT is finalized with the identified solutions. No further follow up is needed.
Discussion
Proposal 1: RAN3 in the response to SA2 LS [2] clarifies to SA2 that RAN3 consider the discussion on UE differentiation for NB-IoT is finalized with the identified solutions. No further follow up is needed.
Draft LS reply is submitted in [4].
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