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1. Introduction
Rel-13 LWA defined Downlink (DL) aggregation, while uplink traffic is always sent on LTE. One of the objectives of Rel-14 WI as specified in WID [1] is to allow UL data transmission on WLAN, including uplink bearer switch and bearer split. 
In RAN2#95, several agreements were reached regarding the UL support [2, YY.3.1] including the following:
	Mapping between LWA bearer and IEEE 802.11 AC will be determined in the WT. RRC used to provide the mapping to the UE. RAN3 to complete the Xw aspects.


During the post-meeting email discussion [95bis#02], the RRC running CR [3] was endorsed; however there are some FFS or editor’s notes from previous meeting which could not be discussed in last meeting due to lack of time. 

In this paper, we discuss about these FFS’s and editor’s notes and propose resolutions. 

2. Discussion
In the current RRC running CR [3], following editor’s notes are captured in subclause 6.3.2, which are related to the agreement shown above.

	Editor’s note: default or applied WLAN-AC for the case when it is not signalled is FFS.

Editor’s note: it is FFS whether we want to indicate in RAN2 specs that WLAN-AC is configured by the WT in non-collocated case.


Regarding the first note: in the current stage-2 running CR, it is captured that the network provides this information to the UE (according to the above agreement). However, it is not clear what should be the UE behaviour when WLAN-AC is not signalled. 
There are multiple possibilities to handle this issue (when WLAN-AC is not signalled):
Option 1: QCI to WLAN-AC fixed mapping
There had been proposals from some companies in the past to specify a fixed mapping between LTE QCI and WLAN-AC (e.g. see [4]), however no agreement could be reached in RAN2.

Option 2: Default WLAN-AC

It can be specified that if not signalled by E-UTRAN, the UE shall use AC_XX. If this option is to be chosen, we think AC_BE makes sense, however this would not be a flexible option. The UE would have to use the fixed AC even if the WLAN environment dictates that another AC may have been better.  

Option 3: UE chooses WLAN-AC of not signalled by network

In this option, it would be left up to the UE to select appropriate WLAN-AC if the network does not signal the applicable WLAN-AC.

We think that if the network decides not to signal the applicable WLAN-AC, that would also mean the network trusts the UE is in better position to make this decision. Therefore, comparing the above options, Option 3 seems preferable. If Option 3 is agreed, this can be captured as follows in stage-2 CR in subclause 22A.1.2.
	If not signalled by E-UTRAN, the UE decides which IEEE 802.11 AC value is used for the PDCP PDUs that are sent over WLAN in the uplink.


Proposal 1. Agree on Option 3 for the case where WLAN-AC is not signalled by the network. Add in stage-2 “If not signalled by E-UTRAN, the UE decides which IEEE 802.11 AC value is used for the PDCP PDUs that are sent over WLAN in the uplink.” 
Regarding the second note, the agreement shown in section 1 clearly states that WLAN-AC is determined in the WT. However, the unclear part seems to be what happens in the case of deployments without WT, such as collocated deployment. We think that, as per the above agreement, the WT should make the determination of WLAN-AC; however, if WT is not present, the eNB should be able to make this determination.  
Observation 1.
In deployments without WT, the eNB should be able to make the determination of WLAN-AC to be used for UL over WLAN.

On the other hand, RAN3 seems to be interested in including WLAN-AC information in a “transparent container” from WT, forwarded by the eNB. Additionally, RAN2 understands that the details of such signalling are up to RAN3 (as indicated in the RAN2 agreement also).

Therefore, we propose to let RAN3 take care of this issue and we can safely remove the second Editor’s note from RRC running CR.

Proposal 2. Remove editor’s notes from RRC running CR subclause 6.3.2 RadioResourceConfigDedicated IE description.
3. Summary

Based on the discussion above on the FFS’s and editor’s notes in the eLWA running CRs, we propose the following:

Proposal 1.
Agree on Option 3 for the case where WLAN-AC is not signalled by the network. Add in stage-2 “If not signalled by E-UTRAN, the UE decides which IEEE 802.11 AC value is used for the PDCP PDUs that are sent over WLAN in the uplink.”
Proposal 2.
Remove editor’s notes from RRC running CR subclause 6.3.2 RadioResourceConfigDedicated IE description.
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