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1.
Introduction
In the last meeting, three solution directions for access network selection were agreed as follows.
1)
WLAN and 3GPP RAN provides assistance information. UE steers traffic based on rules configured e.g. by ANDSF (not by RAN). This is applied by UEs in IDLE and CONNECTED

2)
RAN provides priorities (e.g. thresholds) based on which UE steers traffic to WLAN or 3GPP RAN (similar to IDLE mode reselection). This is applied by UEs in IDLE and CONNECTED. Relation to ANDSF is FFS. 

3)
Same as 2) for UEs in IDLE mode and network control for UEs in RRC CONNECTED and using dedicated offloading commands (potentially using WLAN measurements). Relation to ANDSF is FFS.
In this contribution, it is addressed on issue regarding control entity’s knowledge about traffic of UE with WLAN for proper operation of forward/reverse offloading in above solution directions.
2.
Discussion 
The offloading between RAN and WLAN is performed if there is on-going traffic or traffic to be initiated with the network (i.e. RAN or WLAN) and target network satisfies a certain condition regarding e.g. load, signal quality. In other words, if there is no on-going traffic or traffic to be initiated, no traffic offloading procedure will be performed. Thus from our view, the entity which controls the access network selection has to know the traffic status of the UE as well as conditions of target network. In this contribution, we mainly focus on traffic status since the target condition regarding signal, load is considered in many contributions. 
For the offloading, three solution directions are agreed in the last meeting. The main difference between solution 1/2 and solution 3 is which entity actually decides the offloading. In case of solution 1 and solution 2, UE as a control entity decides access network based on received assistant information or selection parameters while in case of solution 3, RAN decides access network selection. 

Depending on the control entity, it seems likely that there is a difference in whether the control entity is aware of traffic status. In case of solution 1 and solution 2, we can surely say that a control entity (i.e. UE) is aware of traffic transmission/reception activity of the UE with both RAN and WLAN. Hence, the UE is able to determine whether forward (i.e. from RAN to WLAN) or reverse (i.e. from WLAN to RAN) offloading is necessary. 
However, in case of solution 3, a control entity (i.e. RAN) may not know the traffic transmission/reception activity of the UE with WLAN for the following cases.

· Case 1. Traffic directly steered to WLAN: UE traffic occurs and the UE directly connects to WLAN according to received assistant information or selection parameters. 
· Case 2. Traffic offloaded during CONNECTED mode: RAN offloads traffic to WLAN and status of offloaded traffic changes (e.g. traffic transmission ends)
From our view, for the above cases, since RAN may not know traffic activity of the UE with WLAN, RAN does not know whether reverse offloading command is necessary or not. This could result in following problems. 
· No provision of offloading command signalling for case 1 even though reverse offloading is necessary.

· Unnecessary reverse offloading command signalling for case 2. 
Hence, we think the above issue needs to be resolved for the solution to work properly. 
Proposal 1 RAN2 is asked to discuss how to deal with RAN’s ignorance of traffic status of the UE with WLAN for solution 3.
3.
Conclusion
In case of solution 3, RAN may not know the traffic status of the UE with WLAN so that there could be problems for reverse offloading. So we propose
Proposal 1 RAN2 is asked to discuss how to deal with RAN’s ignorance of traffic status of the UE with WLAN for solution 3.
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