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1 Introduction

RAN2 discussed briefly in the previous meeting whether NBIFOM could work together with the steering command. No conclusion was reached and in this paper we discuss further and suggest an LS to CT1.
2 Discussion
In Rel-12 RAN2 defined the "RAN rules". They work so that rules are defined in AS and they can trigger an indication to NAS to steer traffic to/from WLAN, NAS then takes care of the actual steering. So the decision for when to steer and the actual execution of the steering are decoupled.
One beauty of having this decoupling is that RAN2 can work separately on in which situations the UE should steer traffic. And SA2/CT1 can work on different types of traffic steering features. For example, initially traffic steering was only based on PDN-connections but SA2/CT1 support for traffic steering down to IP-flow level by the feature "NBIFOM". Vice versa, RAN2 added in Rel-13 support for the "steering command". The steering command is just another means to trigger the AS to indicate to NAS that traffic should be steered.
The "NBIFOM"-type of steering, and its interworking with the "AS->NAS"-indication is specified in CT1's specifications (e.g. 24.302). An excerpt is shown below: 
	The access stratum layer of the 3GPP access can provide:

1)
move-traffic-to-WLAN indication, along with list of WLAN identifiers. An entry in the list of the WLAN identifiers consists of SSID, BSSID, HESSID, or any combination of them; and

2)
move-traffic-from-WLAN indication.




The section containing this text (similar to other sections in CT1's specs) is unfortunately often referring to "RAN rules" (which was the popular name used for the Rel-12 feature). But this is not very accurate since now also the "steering command" can trigger these indications (and NAS has of course no clue about why AS sent the indication, i.e. whether it was due to the rules in 36.304 or due to the steering command).

Some companies asked if it would be possible that NBIFOM interworks with the steering command. We believe that it is possible, but we assume that it should be left for CT1 to confirm whether this would be possible. We are therefore suggesting sending an LS to CT1 to ask them whether, from their point of view, it would be possible.
We hope that it is possible since it would not only be an artificial restriction, but also because if it would not be possible we would have a very strange problem to address: Consider a UE which got thresholds from the eNB and hence is applying the "RAN rules" in 36.304. The rules may then get fulfilled and the UE steers traffic to WLAN based on NBIFOM. If the eNB then sends a steering command to the UE, the UE would suddenly no longer be able use NBIFOM since it now is using the steering command. It would even be unclear if the UE can steer the traffic back at all. This is clearly not the wanted behaviour. So from RAN2 point of view it both the rules and the steering command should work together with NBIFOM.

Proposal 1 Send an LS to CT1 indicating that for RAN2 it is preferred that both the "RAN rules" and the "steering command" works with NBIFOM, and ask if from CT1's point of view it would be possible to ensure that NBIFOM works with the steering command.
3 Conclusion

Based on the discussion in section 2 we propose the following:
Proposal 1
Send an LS to CT1 indicating that for RAN2 it is preferred that both the "RAN rules" and the "steering command" works with NBIFOM, and ask if from CT1's point of view it would be possible to ensure that NBIFOM works with the steering command.

A draft LS is provided in [1].
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