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	Reason for change:
	When introducing routing indicator, 2 Bytes have been reserved for future use (RFU). According to the coding conventions for RFU, such Bytes shall be set to ‘00’, see TS 102 221, which is referenced for the coding conventions:
In the UICC, all bytes specified as RFU shall be set to '00' and all bits specified as RFU shall be set to 0. If the GSM and/or USIM application exists on a UICC or is built on a generic telecommunications card, then other values may apply for the non-GSM or non-USIM applications. The values will be defined in the appropriate specifications for such cards and applications. These bytes and bits shall not be interpreted by a terminal in a GSM or 3G session.
This coding convention has not been followed when adding the proposed content at personalization in Annex E

	
	

	Summary of change:
	Correct proposed coding in Annex E to follow coding convention for RFU Bytes

	
	

	Consequences if not approved:
	Wrong coding used which may lead to mis-interpretation.
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Suggested contents of the EFs at pre‑personalization
If EFs have an unassigned value, it may not be clear from the main text what this value should be. This annex suggests values in these cases.

	File Identification
	Description
	Value

	'2F00'
	Application directory
	Card issuer/operator dependent

	'2F05'
	Preferred languages
	'FF…FF'


…
	'4F09'
	ProSe Group Counter
	'FF…FF'

	'4F0A'
	Routing Indicator
	'F0FF0000FFFF'

	'4F10'
	ProSe Service Table
	Operator dependent


…
	'6FFD'
	EARFCN list for MTC/NB-IOT UEs
	Operator dependent


NOTE 1:	The value '000000' means that ACMmax is not valid, i.e. there is no restriction on the ACM. When assigning a value to ACMmax, care should be taken not to use values too close to the maximum possible value 'FFFFFF', because the INCREASE command does not update EFACM if the units to be added would exceed 'FFFFFF'. This could affect the call termination procedure of the Advice of Charge function.
NOTE 2:	xxxxxx stands for any valid MCC and MNC, coded according to TS 24.008 [9].



