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1 Introduction

At RAN2#88, the CRs on RSRQ definition and extended RSRQ value range were approved in [1] [2]. However during the ASN.1 review meeting, some issues (C.2, C.3, ERI-79, SA.41, LG.18, SA.42/43, SA.45, ALU.44, C.23, SA.68, SA.69) were raised in [3]. In this paper, we give our understanding on these issues. 
2 Discussion

2.1 Common parameters for RSRQ definition 
LG.18, mentioned UE capability issue as below:

	q-QualMinWB is used if the corresponding value is present in SIB and the UE supports the feature. However, under the current field description, the UE shall do wideband/new RSRQ measurement regardless of UE capability


The corresponding discussion is:
	Add the highlighted sentence in the field description of SIB1/SIB3/SIB4

q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols
If this field is present and the q-QualMinWB is absent, the UE shall, when performing RSRQ measurements, perform RSRQ measurement on all OFDM symbols without wider bandwidth in accordance with TS 36.214 [48] and apply the value of this field for the parameter “Qqualmin” in TS 36.304 [4] if the UE supports the corresponding measurement;
If this field is present and the q-QualMinWB is present, the UE shall, when performing RSRQ measurements, perform RSRQ measurement on all OFDM symbols with wider bandwidth in accordance with TS 36.214 [48] and apply the value of q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols – (q-QualMin – q-QualMinWB) for the parameter “Qqualmin” in TS 36.304 [4] if the UE supports the corresponding measurement.
q-QualMinWB

If this field is present and the q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols is absent, the UE shall, when performing RSRQ measurements, use a wider bandwidth in accordance with TS 36.133 [16] and apply the value of this field for the parameter “Qqualmin” in TS 36.304 [4] if the UE supports the corresponding measurement.

Rap: Seems covered by Sa.41/2/3

Hua: In fact, the problem exists from R11, not so sure whether we want to do this change?
( No change (Covered by Sa.41/2/3)


SA.41/42/43, mentioned UE capability issue and priority issue:

	It is not entirely clear which q-QualMin field(s) the UE applies i.e. that this depends on its capabiliies

It is also not entirely clear that UE applies WB whenever the WB parameter is present

(E-UTRAN may transmit all 3 fields)


Corresponding discussion is:
	Separate the text on use of WB/ all symbols from the text on which q-QualMin to apply.

Might be good to introduce a note to clarify the UE applies the q-QualMin fields in the following order of priority: both (onAllSymbols and WG), q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols, q-QualMinWB, q-QualMin. This note could then be referenced in all field descriptions

Rap: relates/ can cover to ERI-79 & LG.18

LG: General clarification seems to be helpful. Need to add ‘depending on UE capability’ in Samsung’s suggested sentence.
Hua:It is the possible to have a general descripton, however the priority is mandatory, not recommendation. Therefore Note is not suitable.
( Change as suggested (Notes in tables are mandatory). Some discussion is required as this is partly a legacy issue (WB was introduced in REL-11. Do a backwards shadow of the same approach?)


At RAN2#88, during online / offline discussion we have discussed whether we need to mention about UE capability and which parameters shall be provided to upper layer. Considering for Wide band RSRQ we did not mention about UE capability, therefore finally we did not mention “if UE is capable of xxx, and xxx is present, the UE shall bla/bla”.

In general field description part, there are already some descriptions on priority.
	q-QualMin

Parameter “Qqualmin” in TS 36.304 [4]. If cellSelectionInfo-v920 is not present, the UE applies the (default) value of negative infinity for Qqualmin. The UE shall ignore q-QualMin when at least one of q-QualMinWB and q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols is present and supported by UE.


Observation 1: According to the field description of q-QualMin, the q-QualMin has the lowest priority; UE capability is mentioned in that case;

	q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols
If this field is present and the q-QualMinWB is absent, the UE shall, when performing RSRQ measurements, perform RSRQ measurement on all OFDM symbols without wider bandwidth in accordance with TS 36.214 [48] and apply the value of this field for the parameter “Qqualmin” in TS 36.304 [4];
If this field is present and the q-QualMinWB is present, the UE shall, when performing RSRQ measurements, perform RSRQ measurement on all OFDM symbols with wider bandwidth in accordance with TS 36.214 [48]


Observation 2: According to the field description of q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols, the q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols, has the highest priority; the description on UE capability is missing in that case; It is also mentioned in LG.18;
	q-QualMinWB

If this field is present and the q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols is absent, the UE shall, when performing RSRQ measurements, use a wider bandwidth in accordance with TS 36.133 [16] and apply the value of this field for the parameter “Qqualmin” in TS 36.304 [4]. 


Observation 3: According to the field description of q-QualMinWB, the q-QualMinWB’s priority is lower than q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols but higher than q-QualMin; the description on UE capability is missing in that case; However it was introduced from Rel11. It is also mentioned in LG.18;
From above discussion, we can see the priority between q-QualMin,  q-QualMinWB and q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols is clear, i.e. q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols> q-QualMinWB> q-QualMin. The only thing missing is the capability description on q-QualMinWB and q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols. Therefore we propose:
Observation 4: According to the field descriptions of q-QualMin,  q-QualMinWB and q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols, the priority is clear that q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols> q-QualMinWB> q-QualMin.
Proposal 1: for SIB 1/3/5, clarify only in case the UE supports q-QualMinWB and q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols, the UE will treat them as higher priority. The examples are shown as below:

	q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols
If this field is present and supported by UE, and the q-QualMinWB is absent, the UE shall, when performing RSRQ measurements, perform RSRQ measurement on all OFDM symbols without wider bandwidth in accordance with TS 36.214 [48] and apply the value of this field for the parameter “Qqualmin” in TS 36.304 [4];
If this field and , the q-QualMinWB are present and both of them are supported by UE, the UE shall, when performing RSRQ measurements, perform RSRQ measurement on all OFDM symbols with wider bandwidth in accordance with TS 36.214 [48]


	q-QualMinWB

If this field is present and supported by UE, and the q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols is absent, the UE shall, when performing RSRQ measurements, use a wider bandwidth in accordance with TS 36.133 [16] and apply the value of this field for the parameter “Qqualmin” in TS 36.304 [4]. 


SA.45: mentioned the useless sentence on SIB3 present as below:

	Is it really possible to broadcast SIB5 without SIB3, as suggested by this condition?


Corresponding discussion is:
	Align with condition RSRQ

Hua:current description on RSRQ 2 is correct. Because the “q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols” can only be present if RSRQ is used in SIB3. But it may be not present even if RSRQ is used in SIB3.
Rap2: The suggestion is to with RSRQ definition w.r.t. SIB13 presence i.e. as follows (don’t see why it would differ):

The field is optionally present, Need OR, if SIB3 is being broadcast and threshServingLowQ is present in SIB3; otherwise it is not present.


In fact, the same issue existed in SIB1 in rel11 as

	RSRQ
	The field is mandatory present if SIB3 is being broadcast and threshServingLowQ is present in SIB3; otherwise optionally present, Need OP.


However we agree with Rapporteur that it is redundant. 

Proposal  2: ask RAN2 whether the redundant part in SIB1 shall be removed or not.

ERI-79: mentioned the usage of q-QualMin if q-QualMinWB is absent:

	In the field description of q-QualMinWB the text "Otherwise, the UE applies tghe value of q-Qualmin instead" is deleted. Even though the behaviour that is captured in the deleted text is not relevant for those Rel-12 UEs that have this measurement capability, the behaviour is still valid and standard compliant for a Rel-11 UE. Since the measurements on all symbols is an optional capabiilty, all Rel-12 UEs do not necessarily support such measurements. Accordingly, such Rel-12 UEs that do not support these measurements may have different behavior than Rel-11 UEs. Hence, there is a risk for inconsistent UE behaviour which is undesirable.


Corresponding discussion is:

	Change the field description such that it maintains the Rel-11 behaviour untouched without still changing the intention of the Rel-12 CR, e.g. change the CR text from the following

q-QualMinWB

If this field is present and the q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols is absent, the UE shall, when performing RSRQ measurements, use a wider bandwidth in accordance with TS 36.133 [16] and apply the value of this field for the parameter “Qqualmin” in TS 36.304 [4]. Otherwise, the UE applies the value of q-Qualmin instead.
to the text below, which is somewhat longer but it does not change the legacy behaviour,

q-QualMinWB

If this field is present and the q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols is absent, the UE shall, when performing RSRQ measurements, use a wider bandwidth in accordance with TS 36.133 [16] and apply the value of this field for the parameter “Qqualmin” in TS 36.304 [4]. Otherwise, the UE applies the value of q-Qualmin instead unless the q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols is present.

Rap: Seems this can be covered by Sa.41

ERI: Agreed, can be covered by Sa.41.

Hua:Fine with this change.
( No change (covered by Sa.41)


In fact, in the field description for q-QualMin we have:

	q-QualMin

Parameter “Qqualmin” in TS 36.304 [4]. If cellSelectionInfo-v920 is not present, the UE applies the (default) value of negative infinity for Qqualmin. The UE shall ignore q-QualMin when at least one of q-QualMinWB and q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols is present and supported by UE.


It is clear that the UE shall always use q-QualMin unless other parameters can be used by the UE. Therefore we do not see the need to change.

Observation 5: No change is needed for ERI-79.
2.2 WLAN related parameters for RSRQ definition 
C.2: Only mentioned RSRQ used for WLAN common parameters case as below.
	In RAN#88, there are some agreements about RSRQ used for WLAN IWK as the followings:

The wideband RSRQ and/or new RSRQ capable UE shall use wideband RSRQ and or new RSRQ for WLAN RSRQ measurement if wideband RSRQ and/or new RSRQ is enabled by the network.
The UE is not required to measure two types of RSRQ types (Capture as condition that the network provides thresholds of the same type for all applicable measurements)
However ,the UE behavior of receiving parameter thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB-r12, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbols-r12 and thresholdRSRQ-WB-r12 is missing.


Corresponding discussion is:

	Add the following text in red:
2> if not configured with the wlan-OffloadDedicated;

3> if UE is capable of wideband RSRQ measurement and the thresholdRSRQ-WB is included in wlan-OffloadConfigCommon:
4> if UE is capable of RSRQ measurement on all OFDM symbols and the thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB is included in wlan-OffloadConfigCommon:
     5> apply the thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB and forward it to upper layers;

4>else

     5> apply the thresholdRSRQ-WB and forward it to upper layers;
3>else if UE is capable of RSRQ measurement on all OFDM symbols and the thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbols is included in wlan-OffloadConfigCommon:

      4> apply the thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbols and forward it to upper layers;
3>else

     4> apply the thresholdRSRQ and forward it to upper layers;
3> apply the wlan-OffloadConfigCommon corresponding to the RPLMN except for the thresholdRSRQ, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbols and thresholdRSRQ-WB, and forward it to upper layers;
Rap: For q-QualMin the field description clarifies which RSRQ type the UE applies. Although in this case the UE also forwards the selected threshold to upper layers, it may still be possible to adopt the same approach i.e. not to go into further detail in the procedural specification/ inter-layer interaction

Rap: May be good to have some discussion about the approach, but otherwise separate paper is probably desirable
[CATT> Agree with Rap.
LG:it seems  enough to have the current sentence in the field description, thresholdRSRQ-High (Low) as The UE shall only apply one of threshold values of thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB-Low, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsLow,  thresholdRSRQ-WB-Low and thresholdRSRQ-Low as present in wlan-OffloadConfigCommon and forward this to upper layer. The applied value shall be of the same RSRQ type as the one the UE applies for E-UTRAN

Int> Agree with Rap that this is clarified in the field description. However, the current procedural text is more general and hence does conflict with the field description. It would be good to avoid specifying the conditions in both places. Not yet clear to us the best way to resolve it. 

The proosed text above doesn’t actually address this issue and could still result in the UE having to perform 2 types of RSRQ measurements (i.e. different types for mobility measurements and WLAN offload measurements).

Hua: In fact we intended to avoid the changes to procedure, so in field description, we mentioned that “The UE shall only apply one of threshold values of thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB-High, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsHigh,  thresholdRSRQ-WB-High  and thresholdRSRQ-High as present in wlan-OffloadConfigCommon and forward this to upper layer. The applied value shall be of the same  RSRQ type as the one the UE applies for E-UTRAN.” Do we really need to repeat this in procedure part?
Rap2: Tend to agree with Int that there may be a potential conflict. It would be good to further discuss the best way forward. I suggested that the procedural text is simplified (‘forward the applied RSRQ paramter to upper layers) and that the field descriptions clarify which type the UE applies. It seems some further discussion is desirable, so I suggest a separate paper

	


At RAN2#88, regarding WLAN related threshold, in order to avoid the impact on procedure part, we agreed to add sentence in the field description as:
	thresholdRSRQ-High,thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsHigh, thresholdRSRQ-WB-High, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB-High
Indicates the RSRQ threshold (in dB) used by the UE for traffic steering to E-UTRAN. Parameter: ThreshServingOffloadWLAN, HighQ in TS 36.304 [4]. The UE shall only apply one of threshold values of thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB-High, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsHigh,  thresholdRSRQ-WB-High  and thresholdRSRQ-High as present in wlan-OffloadConfigCommon and forward this to upper layer. The applied value shall be of the same  RSRQ type as the one the UE applies for E-UTRAN.

	thresholdRSRQ-Low,thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsLow, thresholdRSRQ-WB-Low, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB-Low
Indicates the RSRQ threshold (in dB) used by the UE for traffic steering to WLAN. Parameter: ThreshServingOffloadWLAN, LowQ in TS 36.304 [4]. 

The UE shall only apply one of threshold values of thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB-Low, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsLow,  thresholdRSRQ-WB-Low and thresholdRSRQ-Low as present in wlan-OffloadConfigCommon and forward this to upper layer. The applied value shall be of the same RSRQ type as the one the UE applies for E-UTRAN.


In the field description we described two things:

1 the UE only apply one of threshold value of thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB-High, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsHigh,  thresholdRSRQ-WB-High  and thresholdRSRQ-High as present in wlan-OffloadConfigCommon and forward this to upper layer.;

2 The applied value shall be of the same  RSRQ type as the one the UE applies for E-UTRAN.
With the field description it clear that the UE will apply only one threshold based on UE capability and threshold priority as what the UE applies for E-UTRAN as described by observation 4 and with proposal 1.
Observation 6: According to the field description it is clear that the UE will apply only one threshold based on UE capability and threshold priority as what the UE applies for E-UTRAN as described by observation 4 and with proposal 1.

C.3: Only mentioned RSRQ used for WLAN dedicated parameters case as below.
	In RAN#88, there are some agreements about RSRQ used for WLAN IWK as the followings:

The wideband RSRQ and/or new RSRQ capable UE shall use wideband RSRQ and or new RSRQ for WLAN RSRQ measurement if wideband RSRQ and/or new RSRQ is enabled by the network.
The UE is not required to measure two types of RSRQ types (Capture as condition that the network provides thresholds of the same type for all applicable measurements)
However ,the UE behavior of receiving parameter thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB-r12, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbols-r12 and thresholdRSRQ-WB-r12 is missing.


Corresponding discussion is:
	Add the following text in red:

The UE shall:

1>
if the received wlan-OffloadDedicated is set to release:
2> release wlan-OffloadDedicated and inform upper layers about the release;
2>
if the wlan-OffloadConfigCommon corresponding to the RPLMN is broadcast by the cell:
3>
apply the wlan-OffloadConfigCommon corresponding to the RPLMN included in SystemInformationBlockType17as specified in 5.2.2.24;
3>
forward the wlan-OffloadConfigCommon corresponding to the RPLMN to upper layer as specified in 5.2.2.24;
1>
else:

2>
if the received wlan-OffloadDedicated includes thresholdRSRP:

3>
apply the received thresholdRSRP;
3>
forward the received thresholdRSRP to upper layers;
2>
if the received wlan-OffloadDedicated includes thresholdRSRQ:

3>
apply the received thresholdRSRQ;

3>
forward the received thresholdRSRQ to upper layers;
2>
if the received wlan-OffloadDedicated includes thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB, and measRSRQ-OnAllSymbols and widebandRSRQ-Meas are both enabled:

3>
apply the received thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB;

3>
forward the received thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB to upper layers;

2>
if the received wlan-OffloadDedicated includes thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbols and measRSRQ-OnAllSymbols is enabled:
3>
apply the received thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbols;

3>
forward the received thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbols to upper layers;

2>
if the received wlan-OffloadDedicated includes thresholdRSRQ-WB and widebandRSRQ-Meas is enabled:

3>
apply the received thresholdRSRQ-WB;

3>
forward the received thresholdRSRQ-WB to upper layers;

Rap: In this case (dedicated signalling) the UE just applies (and forwards) the fields that the network configures. There is no need for the UE to check if the network sets fields consistently i.e. we could just state:

2>
if the received wlan-OffloadDedicated includes thresholdRSRQ, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbols or thresholdRSRQ-WB:

3>
apply the received RSRQ threshold;

3>
forward the received RSRQ threshold to upper layers;

LG:support Rap view
Rap: May be good to have some discussion about the approach, but otherwise separate paper may be needed
CATT> Agree with the change proposed by Rap.
Hua: In fact, in agreed RSRQ CR, for dedicated parameters, the network will always provide  thresholdRSRQ, and set the value based the RSRQ type the UE applies for E-UTRAN. Therefore We do not think the proposed changes are correct.
Rap2: Do not understand the response from Hua. Assume we can we agree the earlier Rap suggestion


ALU.44, C.23, Sa.68: how can condition RSRQ, RSRQ2, RSRQ3 work for WLAN dedicated signalling?

Corresponding discussion is:
	ALu: Are these conditions relevant when used for dedicated signalling?  If so, how does it work?  As per our convention, when an IE is re-used for both SIB and dedicated signalling, we should use the Need code for dedicated signalling.   We have a generic statement to then cover the SIB case “Any IE with Need ON in system information shall be interpreted as Need OR.”

CATT: Add in SIB17 at the end of the conditions

Sam: Confirm whether there is no need for delta in dedicated signalling (i.e. all fields are signalled whenever a single value changes)

Rap: Relates to ALU.45. In the simplest approach, the conditions may only apply in case the IE is used in SIB17

LG: we prefer no delta for the dedicated signalling also.
Hua:these IEs are only present for broadcast signalling case, and not be present for dedicated signalling. That’s the one thing the conditions want to say.
[ALUr1]  will address in contribution for ALU.19


In fact, the intention of current signalling design for WLAN dedicated parameters are that the network will only indicate “thresholdRSRQ-r12” in wlan-OffloadDedicated, considering the network knows the UE capability well. That’s why in the condition part we mentioned
	Conditional presence
	Explanation

	RSRQ
	The field is mandatory present in SIB17 if q-QualMinWB-r11 and q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols-r12 are present in SIB1 and thresholdRSRQ-r12 is present in SIB17; otherwise it is not present.

	RSRQ2
	The field is mandatory present in SIB17 if q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols-r12 is present in SIB1 and thresholdRSRQ-r12 is present in SIB17; otherwise it is not present.

	RSRQ3
	The field is mandatory present in SIB17 if q-QualMinWB-r11 is present in SIB1 and thresholdRSRQ-r12 is present in SIB17; otherwise it is not present.


If companies thought it is not clear, we can add “It is not present in wlan-OffloadDedicated”.
Proposal 3: add “It is not present in wlan-OffloadDedicated” for condition RSRQ, RSRQ2, RSRQ3 in WLAN-OffloadConfig.
SA.69: also mentioned the handling of RSRQ threshold for UE WLANdedicated parameter:

	Conditions are specified i.e. such that in case a WB or allSymbol parameter is broadcast, the corresponding version of the WLAN offload thresh is mandatory. This condition also applies in case the IE is used in dedicated signalling. Is the intention that EUTRAN has to configure the extended threshold if the UE supports the corresponding RSRQ features.


Corresponding discussion is:

	‘Discuss and conclude if these constraints really make sense. Note also that for measurements no similar constraint is specified i.e. it is up to E-UTRAN implementation which range to configure for a particular measurement (irrespective of what is signalled in SIB) i.e. not all measurements need to apply same RSRQ type

(Note that in .306 the concerned RSRW features only refer to measurement configuration and reporting but not to support for other functions e.g. WLAN. So, is support really covered by these capabilities. If so, it may be good to clarify support for other RSRQ related functions also e.g. measurement logging)

Rap: For dedicated signalling there seems no need to restrict EUTRAN (i.e. do as for RRM)

LG: For dedicated signalling, E-UTRAN has freedom to configure any type of measurement in accordance with the agreement that ‘The UE is not required to measure two types of RSRQ types (Capture as condition that the network provides thresholds of the same type for all applicable measurements)’

Hua: these additional IEs are only applicable for broadcast signalling, and not be present for dedicated signalling.
Rap2: Can we really do without dedicated signalling? I.e. for RRM E-UTRAN can deviate from SIB1. If however WLAN is still based on SIB1, a UE in connected would need to measure according to 2 types?

( FFS: No change, but some more discussion seens needed (paper may be desirable)



Seems the main concern from Rapporteur is whether we can avoid the UE to do 2 types measurement?
In our understanding, the network shall use the same principle for IDLE and connected mode, that is the priority order is q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols> q-QualMinWB> q-QualMin.
For IDLE mode, the network has no idea what type of measurement the UE can support. Therefore the network has to provide all if the network wants to use q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols and q-QualMinWB. In connected mode, the network knows the UE capability well, therefore if the UE supports both q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols and q-QualMinWB, the network shall configure “measRSRQ-OnAllSymbols-r12” and “widebandRSRQ-Meas-r11”. 
Therefore it shall be network error if the IDLE mode configuration is not aligned with connected mode configuration. According to the yellow sentence below, for both connected mode and idle mode, the UE shall always use the same type measurement for both WLAN and E-UTRAN.
	thresholdRSRQ-High,thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsHigh, thresholdRSRQ-WB-High, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB-High
Indicates the RSRQ threshold (in dB) used by the UE for traffic steering to E-UTRAN. Parameter: ThreshServingOffloadWLAN, HighQ in TS 36.304 [4]. The UE shall only apply one of threshold values of thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB-High, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsHigh,  thresholdRSRQ-WB-High  and thresholdRSRQ-High as present in wlan-OffloadConfigCommon and forward this to upper layer. The applied value shall be of the same  RSRQ type as the one the UE applies for E-UTRAN.

	thresholdRSRQ-Low,thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsLow, thresholdRSRQ-WB-Low, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB-Low
Indicates the RSRQ threshold (in dB) used by the UE for traffic steering to WLAN. Parameter: ThreshServingOffloadWLAN, LowQ in TS 36.304 [4]. 

The UE shall only apply one of threshold values of thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsWithWB-Low, thresholdRSRQ-OnAllSymbolsLow,  thresholdRSRQ-WB-Low and thresholdRSRQ-Low as present in wlan-OffloadConfigCommon and forward this to upper layer. The applied value shall be of the same RSRQ type as the one the UE applies for E-UTRAN.


Therefore we do not see the need to change.

Observation 7: No change is needed for SA.69. 
3 Conclusion
We clarified the issues corresponding to C.2, C.3, ERI-79, SA.41, LG.18, SA.42/43, SA.45, ALU.44, C.23, SA.68, SA.69 and have the following observations and proposals:
Observation 1: According to the field description of q-QualMin, the q-QualMin has lowest priority; UE capability is mentioned in that case;

Observation 2: According to the field description of q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols, the q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols, has highest priority; the description on UE capability is missing in that case; It is also mentioned in LG.18;

Observation 3: According to the field description of q-QualMinWB, the q-QualMinWB’s priority is lower than q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols but higher than q-QualMin; the description on UE capability is missing in that case; However it was introduced from Rel11. It is also mentioned in LG.18;
Observation 4: According to the field descriptions of q-QualMin,  q-QualMinWB and q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols, the priority is clear that q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols> q-QualMinWB> q-QualMin.
Proposal 1: for SIB 1/3/5, clarify only in case the UE supports q-QualMinWB and q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols, the UE will treat them as higher priority. The examples are shown as below:

	q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols
If this field is present and supported by UE, and the q-QualMinWB is absent, the UE shall, when performing RSRQ measurements, perform RSRQ measurement on all OFDM symbols without wider bandwidth in accordance with TS 36.214 [48] and apply the value of this field for the parameter “Qqualmin” in TS 36.304 [4];
If this field and , the q-QualMinWB are present and both of them are supported by UE, the UE shall, when performing RSRQ measurements, perform RSRQ measurement on all OFDM symbols with wider bandwidth in accordance with TS 36.214 [48]


	q-QualMinWB

If this field is present and supported by UE, and the q-QualMinRSRQ-OnAllSymbols is absent, the UE shall, when performing RSRQ measurements, use a wider bandwidth in accordance with TS 36.133 [16] and apply the value of this field for the parameter “Qqualmin” in TS 36.304 [4]. 


Proposal  2: ask RAN2 whether the redundant part in SIB1 shall be removed or not.

Observation 5: No change is needed for ERI-79. 

Observation 6: According to the field description it is clear that the UE will apply only one threshold based on UE capability and threshold priority as what the UE applies for E-UTRAN as described by observation 4 and with proposal 1.

Proposal 3: add “It is not present in wlan-OffloadDedicated” for condition RSRQ, RSRQ2, RSRQ3 in WLAN-OffloadConfig.
Observation 7: No change is needed for SA.69. 
Corresponding CR on P1/3 is present in [4].
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