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1
Introduction

R3-191637 [1] analyses the RAN3 impact from PARLOS and comes to the conclusion that:
In case the S-TMSI/M-TMSI is selected for RLOS indication, it only require small changes to RAN3 Stage-2 NAS node selection function, i.e. to consider the RLOS indication for MME selection.
There would however also be implementation impacts, especially if the RAN would need to identify RLOS access and select an appropriate MME that can serv the RLOS access in the EPC. In order to perform this type of action, the eNB would always (when RLOS is supported) have to analyze the S-TMSI/M-TMSI in order to search for the “specially decorated one”.
We believe this impact could be avoided.
2
Discussion
The requirement that the UE indicates RLOS access in the RRC signaling is intended for the following two use cases:

· Use Case-1 Congestion control, i.e. E-UTRAN can reject the RLOS access when congestion happens

· Use Case-2 MME selection, i.e. E-UTRAN can select MME supporting RLOS feature

In our view, Use Case-1 could be fulfilled by means of the eNB turning off the broadcast indication of RLOS support in the System Information when the eNB decide that the RLOS UEs are not allowed to be admitted, regardless of the reasons. Hence in this case, the RLOS indication in the RRC signalling would not be needed.

Proposal-1: It’s proposed that eNB can set a broadcast indication indicating whether RLOS UEs are allowed in the cell or not.

Use Case-2 implies that there is no homogeneous support of RLOS feature in the MME pool. 

However RLOS is a regulatory feature, and it’s in our view a reasonable assumption that there is a homogenous support of RLOS in the MME pool, and as a result, any MME selected by eNB will be able to support RLOS feature, and the eNB does not need the RLOS indication in RRC from the UE. 

Proposal-2: It’s proposed to agree the assumption that there is homogeneous support of the regulatory RLOS feature in the MME pool. 

As a result of Proposal-1 and Proposal-2, the UE indication of RLOS in RRC is not needed. 
Proposal-3: It is proposed to include the additional RAN3 proposals in the reply LS to SA2 [2]. 

3
Conclusions and Proposals
In this contribution, we analyzed the RAN3 impact from PARLOS discussed in [1]. Our observations and proposals are:
Proposal-1: It’s proposed that eNB can set a broadcast indication indicating whether RLOS UEs are allowed in the cell or not.

Proposal-2: It’s proposed to add assumption that there is a homogeneous support of the regulatory RLOS feature in the MME pool. 

As a result of Proposal-1 and Proposal-2, the UE indicating RLOS in RRC is not needed.

Proposal-3: It is proposed to include the additional RAN3 proposals in the reply LS to SA2 [2]. 
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