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1. Introduction
In the previous meeting, one concern on solution 3 is the new UE requirement on WLAN measurement. Whether the requirement is only in solution 3? This contribution gives our consideration on this issue from the current status and requirements of each solution aspects.
2. Discussion
2.1. Current Status 
The measurement in 3GPP has the strict requirement and test case to guarantee the accuracy. Based on that, 3GPP network would have good performance on mobility and RRM. But in WLAN the situation is different. In WLAN, the requirement is not so strict and no test case is defined in spec. Since lack of test, diverse UE implementation leads to diverse measurement performance. 
Observation 1: Due to the lack of test case definition in WLAN spec, UE’s measurement performance on WLAN is diverse.
2.2. Requirements
Among the requirements in WLAN IWK SI, several requirements are based on the radio quality, listed below:
· Requirement 1: improvement on the load balance between 3GPP and WLAN;
· Requirement 2: improvement on the UE performance;
· Requirement 3: improvement on the utilization of WLAN.
To fulfill the requirements, solutions should depend on the timely and accurate measurement in WLAN and 3GPP RAN. Otherwise, without good estimation on radio quality, UE cannot find the appropriate network to perform data transmission, which will lead to bad network performance and worse user experience. Considering the current status of measurement, the UE’s measurement in 3GPP side is sufficient to rely on; but the UE’s measurement in WLAN side needs to bring some new requirement or test case to uniform UE’s good implementation in order for the solutions to rely on. 
Observation 2: To fulfill the requirements, timely and accurate WLAN measurement is needed.

WLAN measurement related behaviour in the three solutions is described as below.
	Solution 1 and 2
	Network selection is decided by UE;

Measurement includes threshold’s configuration and UE’s measurement.

	Solution 3
	Network selection is decided by network;

Measurement includes measurement configuration, UE’s measurement and measurement report.


From the table, it can be seen that for the there solutions, the same part is UE’s measurement, and the different parts are the start time of measurement and the measurement result report. 

Considering the measurement accuracy, since it is the foundation of all solutions, the requirement on measurement accuracy is same in all solutions, and there is no problem for UE to report the measurement results. 
Considering the timely measurement, to avoid unaware of the radio quality change dramatically, in solution 1&2, UE should start the WLAN measurement based on location information and rough knowledge of the WLAN&RAN neighbour cell relationship or always perform the measurement; in solution 3, network can configure the WLAN measurement based on UE’s position and well knowledge of the WLAN&RAN neighbour cell relationship and UE’s preference. Comparably speaking, solution 3 will bring less power consumption than solution 1 and 2. 
Observation 3: The requirement on WLAN measurement is same for all three solutions.
Observation 4: Solution 3 will bring less power consumption than solution 1 and 2 on WLAN measurement.

In summary, based on the above observations, solution 3 is better than solution 1 and 2.  
Proposal: To fulfill the requirement on WLAN measurement, solution 3 is better than solution 1 and 2. 
3. Conclusion
Based on the analysis in section 2 and the observations, proposals are given as below.
Proposal: To fulfill the requirement on WLAN measurement, solution 3 is better than solution 1 and 2. 

PAGE  
2
R2-132521

