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Discussion
It was agreed at SA2#102 that for RAN solution without ANDSF for traffic routing, the alternative 2 solution (the MME/SGSN indicates to the UE in NAS signalling which APNs must not be offloaded or alternatively which APNs may be offloaded to WLAN) is chosen.

The potential alternatives are

· Alternative based on MME configuration

· Alternative based on HSS 

· Alternative based on PGW configuration

· Alternative based on PCRF 

 The figure below shows the different information that can be used to assist RAN solution.
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- List of offloadable APNs per UE, under particular conditions (time of

the day, network location (PLMN, TA), etc) CRF - SP
- Offload capability can also depend on the Home Operator QCI policy
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General 

During the conference calls, it was agreed that there is no requirement for changes of offload capability asynchronous from session/bearer setup, e.g. depending e.g. on time of the day or on UE location. Therefore, there is no need for additional procedure, nor additional signaling (only new IEs in existing signaling).

It was also agreed that in HSS-based, PGW-based & PCRF-based alternatives, the MME can add value (non-APN specific VPLMN policies for roaming users), therefore PCO-based approach has been ruled out.

MME configuration alternative

· MME can be configured with well-known offloadable APNs. But MME cannot know all offloadable APNs in roaming due to heavy configuration

· Can be extended either to HSS-based, PGW-based or PCRF-based alternatives
Other alternatives (HSS-based, PGW-based or PCRF-based)
· The main question is whether an additional configuration per UE and per APN is required or not
· If per UE per APN configuration is required, ALU expresses concerns on the HSS based configuration as it is less flexible than via PCRF (SPR), e.g. what about a complaining user? 

ALU also believes that PCRF is also more extendable as it can make use of the QCI of a new dedicated bearer to change the offloadability of a PDN connection (no additional signaling load; only new IEs in existing signaling).
· If per UE per APN configuration is not a requirement, ALU prefers PGW configuration as it solves roaming configuration issues. It is however noted that even with PGW-based alternative, the MME can based its final decision based on the existing UE subscription information.
Proposal
It is proposed to agree on the PGW-based alternative for CN assistance to RAN solution.
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