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1. Overall Description:

TSG RAN2 would like to thank SA2 for their LS on “subscriber type” indication via S1 in S2-083105.
RAN2 appreciates the addition of the parameter “RFSP” (note: this IE is also called “SPID – subscriber type Identity” in some RAN2 specs and LS between SA2 & RAN2) and the parameter “Handover Restriction List” to the S1 specifications in 23.401. We acknowledge that that both concepts are needed for RRM decisions in LTE in the eNB. Further you mention that the SA2 assumption is that the “RFSP” does not provide any information which includes roaming, area and access restrictions (as this is the purpose of the “Handover Restriction List”).
RAN2 would like to clarify that the priority list of RATs/frequencies for idle mode mobility provided to the UE based on the index “RFSP” received from the MME by the eNB will also imply access restrictions to certain RATs and frequencies for a particular UE. It has been agreed that the UE shall exclude RATs/frequencies for which no priority has been received from cell selection and reselection (hence those resources are not applicable for the UE). In this sense the RFSP and the derived RATs/frequency + priority list for the UE provides the required access restrictions at least for idle mode (on the basis of RATs & frequencies).

In R2-082072 RAN3 requested the addition of a “list of disallowed frequencies” as part of the parameter “Handover Restriction List”. CT1 already explained their preference to keep a clear AS and NAS separation and therefore such radio related details should not be stored in the MME (R2-082065). RAN2 would like to confirm this clear AS / NAS separtion.
To find an overall solution for the different requirements from SA2, RAN3, RAN2 and CT1 it is proposed by RAN2 to make the “RFSP” information similarily also applicable for UEs in connected mode. 

2. Actions:

To SA2 & RAN3
ACTION:
RAN2 kindly asks SA2 & RAN3 to consider applying the “RFSP” concept to support RAT/ frequency restrictions as requested by RAN3. This concept would then be applicable in both idle as well as connected mode.
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