Page 4
Draft prETS 300 ???: Month YYYY


3GPP TSG-RAN WG2 #94     
 R2- 164232
Nanjing, China, May. 23–27, 2016 
Agenda item:
7.6.1
Source: 
LG Electronics Inc.
Title: 
Avoiding conflict between Rel13 LWA/LWIP and Rel12 RALWI
Document for:

Discussion
1 Introduction

The current TS36.331 [1], condition for WLAN offload RAN evaluation is specified as follows:
	5.6.12.3
WLAN offload RAN evaluation

The UE shall:

1>
if the UE is configured with either wlan-OffloadConfigCommon or wlan-OffloadConfigDedicated; and

1>
if the UE is in RRC_IDLE or steeringCommandWLAN is not configured:
2>
provide measurement results required for the evaluation of the network selection and traffic steering rules as defined in TS 24.312 [66] to upper layers;
2>
evaluate the network selection and traffic steering rules as defined in TS 36.304 [4] using WLAN identifiers as indicated in other subclauses (either provided in steerToWLAN included in steeringCommandWLAN or in wlan-Id-List included in SystemInformationBlockType17);



In this contribution, we discuss priority of LWA/LWIP and RALWI, and right condition for WLAN offload RAN evaluation.
2 Discussion
According to the current specification of TS 36.331, UE in RRC_CONNECTED mode evaluates the network selection and traffic steering rules as defined in TS 36.304 only if steeringCommandWLAN is not configured. On the other hand, even though LWA or LWIP is configured, the UE evaluates the network selection and traffic steering rules as defined in TS 36.304. If conditions for steering traffic are satisfied, the upper layers in the UE try to connect to WLAN which is notified from AS layer. 
Generally, the WLAN supporting LWA/LWIP doesn’t support RALWI because they have no connection with WLAN core network. So if UE succeeds in association to WLAN which support RALWI, the UE will not be able to continue LWA/LWIP operation.
If our intention is the Rel-12 RALWI has higher priority than Rel-13 LWA/LWIP, current UE behaviour is correct. However, if so, for an UE which already has some offloaded traffic on WLAN by RALWI, the UE should not comply with LWA/LWIP configuration. However, such restriction is also not captured in current specification.

We think RAN2 intention is Rel-13 LWA/LWIP has higher priority than Rel-12 RALWI. In other words, even though an UE has some offloaded traffic on WLAN by RALWI, if the UE receive LWA/LWIP configuration from serving cell, then the UE should release connection with RALWI capable WLAN and establish connection with LWA/LWIP capable WLAN. 
Proposal 1      RAN2 is kindly requested to confirm that Rel-13 LWA/LWIP has higher priority than Rel-12 RALWI.
If the proposal 1 is acceptable, UE should not evaluate the network selection and traffic steering rules as defined in TS 36.304 if LWA or LWIP is configured, and this condition should be captured in TS36.331.
Proposal 2      Following should be captured in TS36.331: UE doesn’t evaluate the network selection and traffic steering rules as defined in TS 36.304 if LWA of LWIP is configured.

3 Conclusion
In this contribution, we discuss :
Proposal 1      RAN2 is kindly requested to confirm that Rel-13 LWA/LWIP has higher priority than Rel-12 RALWI.

Proposal 2      Following should be captured in TS36.331: UE doesn’t evaluate the network selection and traffic steering rules as defined in TS 36.304 if LWA of LWIP is configured.
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