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Introduction
Stage 2 requirements for WORM, as expressed in the LS C1-134025/S2-133859, specify that the ANDSF policies shall allow the operator to configure WLAN offload policies differently depending on the 3GPP radio access technology the UE is camping on (“source RAT”). For example, the UE shall be able to offload to WLAN with low priority when camping on E-UTRAN, but with high priority when camping on UTRAN.

CT1 has discussed extensively, both in CT1#85 and via email, possible stage 3 solutions for the stage 2 requirements for WORM. This paper provides a quick overview of these solutions and proposes to select one of them.
Overview of the proposed solutions
There are essentially two possible approaches to the solution in stage 3:

1. Incorporate the source RAT in the validity criteria of the ISRP flow distribution rules. There were different proposals how exactly to achieve that, see C1-134576 and C1-134922. 

2. Incorporate the source RAT in the routing rules of the ISRP flow distribution rules with clarifications ensuring that there is no conflict between the routing decisions made by ANDSF and the RAT selection rules in the lower layers, see C1-134923. 
The first approach has the following issues:

· Neither the solution in C1-134576, which adds a new “RAT” leaf under the <X>/ISRP/<X>/ForFlowBased/<X>/RoutingCriteria/<X>/ValidityArea/3GPP_Location/<X> node, nor the one in C1-134922, which adds a new Access_Technology/<X>/RAT node under the <X>/ISRP/<X>/ForFlowBased/<X>/RoutingCriteria/<X>/ValidityArea, is technically correct. Both solutions remove the existing functionality of being able to configure network areas (e.g. cell, location area etc.) for rule validity along with the source RAT; 

· The solution in C1-134576 would require separate ISRP flow distribution rules for each source RAT. For example, the following policy: offload to E-UTRAN when on E-UTRAN and offload to WLAN when on UTRAN, would require two ISRP flow distribution rules.

· The solution in C1-134922 does not actually exclude RAT(s) other than the source RAT(s), because areas associated with the other RAT9s) could still be configured under the <X>/ISRP/<X>/ForFlowBased/<X>/RoutingCriteria/<X>/ValidityArea/3GPP_Location/<X> node.

The issues raised with the second approach are:
· Potential conflict between the routing rules in ANDSF on the one hand, and the rules for selecting 3GPP RATs in the lower layers, on the other hand; and
· Potential conflict when the 3GPP RAT configured as prohibited in the routing rules is the only RAT available.
Discussion

The issues associated with the first approach are legitimate and a complete solution has not been presented yet. 
The second issue associated with the second approach is common to both approaches. The first issue associated with the second approach could be resolved by clarifying that the priority is given to the decisions of the lower layers in terms of selecting 3GPP RATs. The clarification text formulated in C1-13jklm could be used as the starting point for resolving this. 

