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1. Discussion
SA WG2 would like to thank GERAN WG2 for the LS on the applicability of “subscriber type” indication for UTRAN & GERAN and SA2 has also seen the reply from RAN2 on this issue. 
SA2 notes this “Subscriber Profile ID for RAT/Frequency Priority (SPID)” which is named 'Index to RAT/Frequency Selection Priority' (RFSP) for EUTRAN in SA2 to be really RAN specific and the CN does not interpret the RFSP but only convey this parameter down to the RAN network. However SA2 agrees with the RAN2 principles and assumes similar principles should be applied to UTRAN/GERAN.
Question 1: 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?

· Is the coding of the “subscriber type” indication intended to be specific, as for instance the Service Handover IE, or as an index, as described by the Subscriber Profile ID in 3GPP TS 36.300?

The "subscriber type" coded as an index will be used for cell reselection priorities to control idle mode camping and also redirecting active mode UEs to different frequency layers or RATs. It is not set depending on the particular UE state (i.e. idle or active mode).
Question 2: Since NAS signalling from the core network to the mobile station will be needed in order to transmit “subscriber type” indication for idle mode operation, GERAN2 would therefore like to ask SA2 and RAN2 whether the MS, instead of the BSS, can make a decision of priority according to the subscriber type received from the CN (transparently to the BSS)?

The RFSP will be conveyed to E-UTRAN from MME via S1 interface instead of NAS signalling. SA2 considers similar principle should be applied in GERAN/UTRAN and with the priority decision made by BSS/RNC, instead of UE or CN. NAS signalling should not to be used to convey the SPID.

2. Actions to GERAN WG2:
TSG SA WG2 kindly asks TSG GERAN WG2 to consider the above feedback from SA2.
3. Dates of Next 3GPP SA WG2 Meetings:

SA2 Meeting #68
13 – 17 Oct 2008     
Qingdao, China
SA2 Meeting #69
17 – 21 Nov 2008
Miami, US
