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Introduction
CT1 has continuously discussed modifications to the triggers for UE-triggered ISRP update requests since CT1#84. Due to a deadlock, no agreement has been reached on modifying the current ISRP update trigger defined in the 24.312. This paper discusses the proposals one more time and points out to a possible compromise. 
Overview of the proposed solutions
Based on the solution adopted in the specs, the UE may pull an ISRP update when the UE changes a PLMN or based on another trigger, which is implementation-dependent. The ANDSF in the network may push a new IRSP to the UE at any time. Combination of the push and pull mechanisms along with the thoughtful ISRP configuration ensures that the UE has a valid ISRP rule at all times. 
A proposal has been made to CT1#84bis (C1-134442) and repeated in CT1#85 (C1-134901) for the UE to pull an ISRP update whenever each individual flow distribution rule of the ISRP rule becomes invalid. This is regardless of whether the UE still has valid flow distribution rule(s) to use or not. This proposal is problematic because:

· The US has no reason or need to request an ISRP update if the UE has a valid flow distribution rule to use. The ANDSF can push the ISRP update for reasons outside the UE’s knowledge, e.g. if the ISRP has been re-configured etc.   
· It will generate ISRP update requests when each individual flow distribution rule becomes invalid, potentially creating “update storms” at the boundaries of the geographic areas or time intervals associated with the flow distribution rules. The amount of traffic created may be overwhelming and render the feature unusable. Note that the tendency in the industry has long been to standardize features aimed at reducing the signalling traffic, e.g. combined LAU/TAU, ISR etc. This proposal goes in the opposite direction.
The proposals in C1-134442 and C1-134901 have thus not been agreed. 
On the other hand, one could identify a potentially viable use case wherein the UE could find itself in an area without a valid ISRP flow distribution rule but still within the same PLMN. This could potentially be the case when the PLMN covers very large geographical area with some regions having different flow distribution rules. If the use case of the UE remaining without a valid ISRP flow distribution rule within the same PLMN is deemed valid, the UE may need to pull ISRP update when that happens. This was proposed in CT1#84 (C1-132793) and withdrawn without prejudice. It could be resurrected as the compromise solution.
Proposal

It is proposed to move forward on the topic of ISRP policy update by way of a compromise solution based on modifying the trigger for UE-requested ISRP update so that the UE may trigger ISRP policy update when the UE finds itself without any valid ISRP flow distribution rules. This proposal covers all reasonable and valid use cases. The CR is provided in C1-13wxyz, which follows the approach of C1-132793.

