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1. Overall Description:

A) Regarding default access, it is specified as in clause 5.2 of TS 23.161:

-
In UE-initiated NBIFOM mode, the UE proposes a default access to the network. The network may reject this proposal if it does not comply with the subscription.
Based on the texts above, it is not clear that what default access will be adopted when the network reject UE provided default access. Therefore, CT1 would like to ask SA2:

Q1: In UE-initiated NBIFOM mode, if the network rejects the UE requested default access, does it imply that the default access shall be the other one which is different from the UE provided default access? Or does the network need to explicitly provide the other default access when rejecting UE provided default access?
B) It is specified as in clause 5.3 of TS 23.161 on routing rule delivery:

In the case of 3GPP access, MCM/S2a and S2b, a Routing Rule is sent on the destination access as indicated by the Routing Access information in the Routing Rule. In the case of SCM/S2a, Routing Rules are only sent on the 3GPP access.
However, there is no statement on whether IP flow mapping delivery shall follow the delivery principle above as well, i.e.
Q2: When the UE requests IP flow mapping to an access, shall the UE send the IP flow mapping on the destination access as indicated in the request?
2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION: 
CT1 kindly asks SA2 to provide the answers on the questions above.
3. Date of Next TSG-CT WG1 Meetings:

TSG CT WG1 Meeting 95
16-20 November 2015
Anaheim, CA (USA)

TSG CT WG1 Meeting 95bis
11-15 January 2016
US, TBD

