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The “subscriber type” concept proposed for LTE/SAE has been subject for multiple LS between RAN2, RAN3 and SA2 recently. The LS in R2-075458 to SA2 descibes the usage as follows: 
“The main intention for the differentiation of subscribers by the “subscriber type” is related to Radio Resource Management (RRM) and mobility functions. E.g. based on the “subscriber type” indicated to the eNB, specific subscribers could be handled by a specific frequency layer or RAT depending on the operators preferences.“

For E-UTRAN is has been decided during the last RAN2 meeting that the eNB should provide the UE with certain priorities of frequencies and/or RATs to be applied for idle mode camping. As the camping policies should enable UE specific camping based on some subscriber info, the MME must provide this information to the eNB in order to set the priorities correctly. 
During this RAN2 meeting the aspects for UTRAN to E-UTRAN interworking have been discussed and verious decisions have been taken as in the attachment. Basiscally it was decided to also use the “priority based scheme” across all 3GPP RATs, conditionally GERAN also adopts this principle for Rel-8 interworking. Therefore the Rel-8 versions of UTRAN and GERAN specs should also support the UE individual configuration of camp priorities and hence a similar “subscriber type information” from the CN would be needed.
RAN2 already agreed on the “priority based scheme” for UTRAN – E-UTRAN interworking and would also like to enable UE specific configuration of the “camp priorites”. Thus SA2 and RAN3 are requested to evaluate if the “subscriber type indication” would be also feasible for the Rel-8 Iu interface. Similar work would be needed for the A (Iu) interface given GERAN also follows the “priority based scheme” including the UE specfic configuration for GERAN – E-UTRAN and GERAN – UTRAN interworking. 
Usage of the “priority based scheme” accross all 3GPP RATs should be ensured also for consistency reasons.

2. Actions:

To SA2/RAN3 group

ACTION: 
RAN2 kindly requests SA2 & RAN3 to take the above information into account and to evaluate the provision of a “subscriber type indication” accross the Iu interface to Rel. 8 RNC in order to allow also UTRAN to support the functionality already agreed in RAN2 for E-UTRAN – UTRAN interworking. It should be noted that depending the outcome of the discussion in GERAN this should also cover the UTRAN – GERAN interworking.
To GERAN group
ACTION: 
RAN2 kindly asks GERAN to consider the usage of the “priority based scheme” for Rel-8 GERAN – E-UTRAN as well as for Rel-8 GERAN – UTRAN interworking. Giving the benefits of a per UE configuration of the “camp priorities” – which are not possible with pre Rel.8 – we recommend to also adopt the UE specific configuration of the priorities based on a “subscriber type indication” delivered via the A (Iu) interface from the CN. SA2 and RAN3 have an action point to evaluate the feasibility from the interface/signalling point of view.
3. Dates of Next TSG-RAN2 Meetings:
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