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Discussion and Decision

1
Introduction
In this contribution we discuss further details on WLAN network selection in scope of WLAN/3GPP interworking. The content is especially focused on the following FFS item, which was left open in the 3GPP RAN2#85bis meeting:

	Agreements
1
For the RAN mechanism a single set of RAN rules with one set of RAN assistance parameters that determines access selection and traffic routing. It is up to the UE whether it associates with the Access Point only when the rule is met or already before. If multiple WLANs meet the criteria, it is up to the UE implementation which one to choose (or follow the absolute priorities if such are considered necessary and signalled (FFS)). 




2
Discussion
It has been agreed that RAN rules are applicable for the list of WLAN identifiers (SSIDs, BSSIDs or HESSIDs) advertised by RAN. When the criteria of the RAN rule is met the suitable traffic (i.e. traffic belonging to APN selected by the upper layers) is steered to WLAN. When multiple WLANs meet the criteria it is FFS whether it is left up to the UE implementation which WLAN to choose or absolute priorities are defined for WLANs.
According to Work Item Description [1] and Technical report [2] the focus of the 3GPP/WLAN interworking work is in WLAN networks controlled by 3GPP operators and their partners, and residential WLAN AP deployments are not part of the scope. 
Observation 1: Different types of WLAN networks i.e. home and roaming partners WLANs are in scope of the work item.

Operator may prefer that home network WLANs are prioritized over roaming partner or alike WLANs. Therefore it could be beneficial to allow an operator a capability to prefer e.g. its own Wi-Fis over a partnered Wi-Fi. For example, the cellular operator may be operating its own Wi-Fi network at some part of the network, but some additional Wi-Fi capacity is acquired via a partner Wi-Fi operator. On the other hand WLANs with the same priority may exist. Therefore it is proposed to define a mechanism to be able to prioritize between different types of WLAN networks, e.g. home, roaming partner etc.
Proposal 1: Two WLAN priority lists are introduced, i.e. 1st priority WLANs and 2nd priority WLANs 
Proposal 2: If multiple WLANs meet the criteria of the RAN rule the UE shall select the WLAN from the 1st priority list
Proposal 3: If multiple WLANs from the same priority list meet the criteria of the RAN rule it is left up to the UE implementation which WLAN to choose 
3
Conclusion
Based on the above discussion the following is proposed:
Proposal 1: Two WLAN priority lists are introduced, i.e. 1st priority WLANs and 2nd priority WLANs 
Proposal 2: If multiple WLANs meet the criteria of the RAN rule the UE shall select the WLAN from the 1st priority list

Proposal 3: If multiple WLANs from the same priority list meet the criteria of the RAN rule it is left up to the UE implementation which WLAN to choose 
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