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GERAN2 would like to thank RAN3 for its Liaison Statement in GP-080283/R3-080543 and inform about the discussions that have taken place within GERAN2 on this issue.  Some questions towards other groups were also raised within GERAN2 regarding the details of the “subscriber type” indication.
In GP-080283/R3-080543 RAN3 asked GERAN2 about how the proposed Subscriber Type IE can co-exist with the Service HO IE:
In case the subscriber type concept is also going to be used for RRM purposes for UEs in Active Mode, RAN3 would like to ask RAN2 and SA2 if the currently specified Service Handover IE within RAB Assignment request and Relocation Request (TS 25.413) was considered (i.e. could it be reused or something similar) and furthermore, what is the opinion of RAN2, SA2 and GERAN2 as to how the proposed Subscriber Type IE and Service HO IE can co-exist.
For active mode, the possibility to reuse the existing Service Handover IE on the A interface and update it in order to include “subscriber type” indication towards both UTRAN and E-UTRAN was discussed within GERAN2. GERAN2 would also like to point out that the co-existence with the Service UTRAN CCO IE, which is used on the Gb interface, then needs to be considered as well. It was however felt that more information regarding the “subscriber type” indication is needed in order to progress this work. For instance, how is the subscriber type indication intended to be used for the active mode case? Would it have the same setting as for idle mode or can the settings for active mode depend on other factors, e.g. the type of service, and thus be in line with the existing Service Handover IE and Service UTRAN CCO IE?
For idle mode the possibility to send the “subscriber type” indication as NAS information from the CN to the mobile station, for instance during Location/Routing Area Update procedures or Attach procedures, was discussed within GERAN2. The reason is that there is no specific signaling from the BSS to the mobile station during idle mode operation today where the BSS has knowledge about subscriber specific information.
Action to CT1, RAN2, RAN3 and SA2:

GERAN2 kindly asks RAN3 and SA2 to take the information about the discussions that have taken place within GERAN2 in consideration. GERAN2 would also like to inform that the impact on the Gb interface, i.e. the related co-existence issue with the Service UTRAN CCO IE, needs to be considered as well.
Questions:

1. According to RAN2 and SA2, what type of settings can be expected for the “subscriber type” indications in idle mode and in active mode? More specifically, would the “subscriber type” indication have the same settings in active mode as in idle mode or can the settings for active mode depend on other factors, e.g. the type of service, and thus be in line with the existing Service Handover IE and Service UTRAN CCO IE?
2. What is the view within CT1 and SA2 regarding the usage of NAS signaling from the core network to the mobile station in order to transmit “subscriber type” indication for idle mode operation? Can the MS, instead of the BSS, make a decision of priority according to the subscriber type received from the CN which is transparent to BSS?
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