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1   Introduction
R2-142443 brings the following proposals, which we note in the format Proposalx-443 to ease the identification:

Proposal 1-443: RAN3 should further analyze the UE average data rate and the possible risks coming from the fact that it is implementation-dependent, and study possible solutions.

Proposal 2-443: RAN3 should discuss whether to consider the non-3GPP endpoint of XW as a “reference point”.
Proposal 3-443: Information exchange for future functionality not strictly related to CP should not be prevented.

Proposal 4-443: It seems sensible to assume a similar protocol stack for XW as for X2, with a suitable application protocol (XWAP).
R2-142176 brings the following proposals, which we note in the format Proposal x-176 to ease the identification:
Proposal 1-176: It is proposed to define a direct interface between RAN and WLAN to facilitate the relevant RAN-WLAN interworking functions.

Proposal 2-176: It is proposed to select option 4 and 4a as the baseline for the interface between RAN and WLAN.

Proposal 3-176: it is proposed to use the protocol stack in figure 2 for the interface between 3GPP RAN and WLAN.

This response argues that :

1. The proposed interfaces are not necessary as long as there is no potential consumer of the exchanged information on the 3GPP RAN.
2.  If such an interface was defined, this interface should be between the EPC and WLAN. 

3. RAN3 should ask for IEEE support in analysing how UE average data rate over WLAN for both UL and DL may be determined.
2   Discussion
3GPP TR 37.870 defines:

Traffic steering between 3GPP and WLAN

The traffic offloading of served/camping UEs between one RAT and WLAN at APN level. It is assumed that the UE is in EMM-REGISTERED mode.
Therefore traffic steering decisions should not be done  at a more refined granularity level than APN level.  Also, the frequency of exchanging of the parameters between 3GPP RAT and WLAN should take this into account. The update rate should consider the latency at which an APN may be offloaded from a 3GPP RAT to WLAN. If it takes few seconds moving one APN from one access to another, the rate of the parameters update should be at least a couple of order of magnitude larger in order to avoid creating an unstable system. Furthermore the parameters that are to be used by RAN play the role of thresholds in the traffic steering policies. Based on this observation, we propose that if WLAN related parameters were to be used by the RAN, these parameters should be of a semi-static nature. On top of this, RAN has no user profile information available; this information resides primarily in the core network. Based on these couple of observations we do not see the need for the WLAN to provide any dynamic UE specific information to RAN.

Proposal 1: It shall be captured in the TR that in Rel. 13 the WLAN shall not provide any dynamic UE specific information to RAN.

On the need of a control interface between 3GPP and WLAN
In order to compare different options for realizing the integration of the WLAN Access Network with the 3GPP Access, it is necessary to understand the typical Service Provider Wi-Fi access network deployment models and the connectivity of the control plane and data plane in those various models. In the SP Wi-Fi deployment scenarios, the APs are typically coordinated and managed by Wireless LAN Controllers (WLCs), but there may be certain cases where the APs are operating in autonomous mode (local configuration and control). In either case a control plane interface between the 3GPP and WLAN access shall not be done below the Service Gateway in the 3GPP access and below the WLC in the WLAN access.  Therefore our proposal is:
Proposal 2: If a control plane interface between the 3GPP and WLAN access had to be designed, it should be between the EPC and WLC.

On how UE average data rate over WLAN for both UL and DL may be determined

In contribution R3-141933 we explain why there is no need for eNB/RAN to determine the WLAN achievable throughput. This metric is already known in the UE being provided by the WLAN modem. 
We propose the following way forward:

Proposal3: The UE device shall be able to estimate the available WLAN  throughput and there is no need for such a functionality to reside in the eNB. Such metric is made available in the UE by the WLAN modem and it is useful for triggering the steering of the UEs between a 3GPP RAT and WLAN. RAN3 should ask for IEEE support in analysing how UE available throughput over WLAN for both UL and DL may be determined.
3   Conclusion / Proposals
It is proposed RAN3 to agree the following proposals.
Proposal 1: It shall be captured in the TR that in Rel. 13 the WLAN shall not provide any dynamic UE specific information to RAN.

Proposal 2: If a control plane interface between the 3GPP and WLAN access had to be designed, it should be between the EPC and WLC.
Proposal3: The UE device shall be able to estimate the available WLAN  throughput and there is no need for such a functionality to reside in the eNB. Such metric is made available in the UE by the WLAN modem and it is useful for triggering the steering of the UEs between a 3GPP RAT and WLAN. RAN3 should ask for IEEE support in analysing how UE available throughput over WLAN for both UL and DL may be determined.
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