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Dear RAN2 and RAN3 Friends,

SA2 would like to thank you for sending the above mentioned LSs. In the context of the mentioned LSs, SA2 has discussed the proposal to introduce a “subscriber type” indication via S1. 

At this point SA2 considers “subscriber type” to be a working name that may later be changed to a more appropriate name (e.g., “subscriber class” and “subscriber priority” have been mentioned) once the expected use of that parameter has been defined more clearly.
While it would be no problem to provide such a new “subscriber type” to the eNB across S1 (e.g., at Attach) SA2 concluded that the intended use of that parameter has not been sufficiently established in the mentioned LSs. Concerns were raised that such a new feature – if not tightly scoped – may create “overlap” with other functions such as QoS that are being specified for EPC/E-UTRAN. The risk would be that this may create industry confusion about how different E-UTRAN functions are to be controlled via parameters signaled to the eNB via S1. 
Therefore SA2 agreed the following:

1. The “subscriber type” should only influence UE treatment "below" the bearer (RB) level. This means that if a certain “subscriber type” value provides a certain treatment then this should apply to the traffic from all of the UE's bearers, and not only to bearers with a certain Label and/or ARP.
2. Before SA2 can start work related to a “subscriber type” indication via S1, RAN2 and/or RAN3 should define more clearly the intended use of that parameter. Also, RAN2 and/or RAN3 should describe how they envision that such intended use will be specified so that a certain level of interoperability is ensured.
2. Actions:

To RAN2 and RAN3 group

ACTION: 
SA2 kindly requests RAN2 and RAN3 to consider the answers above, and to provide SA2 with a more tightly scoped intended use of a “subscriber type” indication via S1. 
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