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Abstract of the contribution:
Within Rel-10 much effort was expending in development of new features primarily in the area of Overload and Congestion control. Discussion is requested to examine what are the essential areas for focus in Rel-11 and to give due consideration of the Service Level Agreement being an appropriate tool for dealing with misbehaving MTC devices
Discussion

The Rel-10 solutions have provided the operators with the necessary tools to protect their networks.
In the discussion of the scope of potential Rel-11 NIMTC features SA2 risks entering into areas that in some cases delve into the MTC application level (e.g. Time Control) that may not necessarily address the operators’ needs in deploying MTC within their networks. 
In addition we should avoid the temptation to address issues related to misbehaving MTC applications (e.g. time control communication outside window, identifying application/group in access signalling that is causing excessive signalling)

The behaviour of MTC applications deployed by an MTC Subscriber is the responsibility of the MTC Subscriber. As stated in TS 22.368 a MTC Subscriber is a legal entity having a contractual relationship with the network operator to provide service to one or more MTC Devices. The Service Level Agreement can be the tool to ensure that deployed MTC devices behave as agreed with the SLA.  
MTC devices acting outside the SLA could be charged appropriately (e.g. excess data sent, data sent outside window, excessive number of devices attaching to network).  For example post processing of charging records could identify such violations. If the network is always compensating for such behaviour the ability to charge for deviations from the SLA may be lost to the operator.
For a point of discussion it is requested as part of Rel-11 NIMTC activity if their is general consensus that 

1. Rel-10 provides sufficient protection in network for large scale deployment of MTC services

2. Rel-11 should avoid new network optimizations to compensate for misbehaving individual MTC applications that in reality could better be addressed by appropriate contractual Service Level Agreements with the MTC Subscriber 
3. Any additional Rel-11 improvements should be well motivated and have value above the existing standard. 
Conclusion
Any additional MTC features in Rel-11 should be well motivated and should bring value above the existing standard.
The use of a Service Level Agreement between a network operator and the MTC subscriber can be a useful tool to motivate and affect the behaviour of MTC applications. 
MTC application behaviour outside of the SLA should not necessarily be prevented by new network optimizations. Instead such behaviour when detected as part of post processing of available system information (e.g. charging records, statistics) can lead to differentiated charging by the network operator towards the MTC subscriber. This in turn can provide the necessary motivation towards the MTC application development community to conform to SLAs.
A more “tolerant” network may also facilitate MTC application development and reduce trouble shooting efforts. The perception of the 3GPP access as an attractive and easy to use platform for machine type communication might be higher when the network allows easy integration/usability of various types of MTC applications.  
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