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1. Overall Description:

RAN2 is currently studying potential RAN level enhancements for WLAN/3GPP Interworking in Release-12. A number of candidate RAN solutions have been described and captured in the TR (see attached
). RAN2 have a number of observations and questions. Additional background and information regarding these observations and questions are available in R2-133432 (see attached).
UE Control versus RAN Network Control

Observation i): Solution 2 and Solution 3 are a RAN network controlled solution
Observation ii): It is not clear if Solution 2 and Solution 3 truly respect user preferences if the RAN specified rules can override ANDSF policies.
Observation iii): Solution 1 has the same level of testability as Solution 2 and Solution 3
Question 1): Can user preferences be always respected if RAN specified rules override ANDSF policies.
Question 2): Is there any problem with how each of the solutions takes into account user activity, user preferences and UE local operating environment such as application specific requirements.

Traffic Routing

Question 3): Can RAN2 specified rules override ISRP rules as being suggested in Solution 2 and Solution 3 for a UE with IFOM, MAPCON, or non-seamless WLAN offload (or any combination of these capabilities) enabled?
Question 4): RAN2 is concerned that session continuity may not be respected if RAN2 specified rules or RAN network command can override ANDSF policies. RAN2 is also concerned about possible inconsistencies between RAN2 solutions and existing CN and WLAN interworking specifications if RAN2 specified rules or RAN network command can override ANDSF policies. 
· RAN2 would like to confirm if these concerns are valid concern?
·  What are the other potential conflicts with the existing ANDSF framework or the ongoing WLAN selection work?
· RAN2 looks for guidance to ensure consistency with existing CN and WLAN interworking procedures.
Observation iv): Based on the existing specifications, traffic routing without ANDSF cannot distinguish bearers or flows for offloading. 
Observation v): Without ANDF, RAN2 solutions cannot take into account Stage 1 requirement for per-IP-Flow basis offload without significant additional specification changes.  Similarly, session continuity may not be possible. Multiple PDN connections mapped to the same APN may not be on the same radio access. 
Observation vi): A UE level traffic offload from E-UTRAN to WLAN will result in a Detach with undesirable consequences to services such as CSFB and SMS.
Question 5): 
· RAN2 would like to confirm Observation v) and vi). 

· From the perspective of end-to-end solutions, RAN2 would like input on the requirements not fulfilled by solutions which support traffic offload only on per-UE level i.e. all or nothing or on per-bearer level.

· RAN2 would also like input on any other inconsistencies between such solutions and the existing WLAN and CN interworking solutions.  
· Should solutions for WLAN-3GPP Radio interworking respect existing per-IP-Flow basis offloading requirement and should not be able to disable such requirement?
WLAN Network Selection
Observation vii): If RAN rules are allowed to override ANDSF policies, the home operator preference for WLAN PLNM network selection or WLAN access network selection may not be respected.
Observation viii): If RAN network is allowed to signal WLAN identifications to the UE, the home operator preference for WLAN PLMN network selection may not be respected.
Question 6): RAN2 would like input on possible inconsistencies between WLAN PLMN network selection solutions and WLAN-3GPP Radio interworking solutions which allow RAN network rules to override ANDSF policies. RAN looks for guidance on how to proceed.
Question 7): RAN2 would like input on possible inconsistencies between WLAN PLMN network selection solutions and WLAN-3GPP Radio interworking solutions which allow RAN network to signal WLAN identifications to the UE. RAN2 looks for guidance on how to proceed.
2. Actions:
ACTION: RAN2 requests that SA2/CT1 provide answers to the identified questions when SA2/CT1 meets in November 2013.
3. Date of Next RAN WG2 Meetings:
3GPPRAN2#84

11 – 15 Nov 2013
San Francisco
US

3GPPRAN2#85

10 – 14 Feb 2013
Prague

EU
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� The TR tdoc number will be provided once the updated TR from RAN2#83bis meeting is available.





