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INTRODUCTION
The new study item proposal "Improved network controlled mobility with non-3GPP radio technologies" raises some questions considering principle for discussion on the scope and workplan of the SI proposal. It is important that principle is agreed and that these questions be addressed and adequately answered before a decision on moving ahead with this new SI is made.
Principle
Before discussing the scope and workplan for the SI proposal, we believe that the following shall be agreed to be considered in the Workshop and RAN#36:

1. it is imperative that whatever work ensues in this regard, that it shall not in any way impact the ongoing work in 3GPP, i.e. Release 7 WIs and LTE/SAE. Especially, specification work for the inter-RAT mobility between LTE and GERAN/UMTS shall be prioritised over the non-3GPP mobility study
2. the Study Item and any resulting Work Items shall impose no changes or at most, impose a very minimum set of changes on the 3GPP systems and entities.
DISCUSSION
Work is already ongoing in SA2 on SAE (TS 23.402) for interworking between LTE and non-3GPP systems including service continuity using IP-layer mobility.
There is also an ongoing study item in SA2 looking into IP level mobility (TR 23.827) between pre-Release 8 IWLAN & 3GPP, with the emphasis that the mobility solution should be compatible with the Release 8 SAE mobility solution. However, it is primarily SAE work that is covering mobility with non-3GPP systems.
Given the above, it is not clear why is there a need for any new work to be done for other non-3GPP RATs? The same principles and specifications in TS 23.402 and TR 23.827 could be tailored for other non-3GPP RATs (e.g., the numerous candidates from 3GPP2 and IEEE) by making appropriate modifications.

Hence, the new SI needs to clearly identify what additional aspects are going to be addressed.
Specifically, questions that arise include:

1. How will this guarantee specifically be implemented (parallel sessions, adhocs, etc)?

2. What steps (if any) are being formulated to minimize the work that has to be done in 3GPP?

3. What other work/study items are already underway concerning generic IP based mobility management architecture (WLAN, 802.16e, cdma2000 etc)?  
4. How can these work/study items be modified to reduce the impact on 3GPP?
5. Is this SI envisioned to provide interworking between 3GPP RATs and all the possible variations of RATs within the non-3GPP world such as cdma2000, 802.16, etc, and the variety of additional new technologies already developed, being developed or pending development?

6. If the SI is completed after LTE R8 is frozen, how will the changes needed from LTE be handled? 
7. How does the SI expect to address simultaneous radio operations in a single base station of various RATs?
8. How does the SI expect to address simultaneous radio operations in a single UE of various RATs?

9. How does the SI expect to address handover in all directions, between various RATs?
10. How does the SI expect to address roaming in all directions, between various RATs?

11. Will the SI include inter-working scenarios with various options and associated pros and cons?
12. Will the SI analyze and quantify the impact on the mobile stations?

13. Will the SI analyze and quantify the impact on the base stations?

14. Are there already hooks in the 3GPP specifications that will easily allow handover information to be shared between different technologies?

15. Is the SI considering more than 2.3 GHz, 2.5 GHz, and 3.5 GHz bands for the non-3GPP technologies?
16. What is the purpose and reason for BRAN in the proposed SI?

17. How does the SI propose to provide an interface into the SAE areas (particularly SA2) that is currently working on some of the IP mobility issues?

18. Will the proponents of the various non-3GPP technologies’ provide free access to their complete technical specifications to 3GPP and its members? 
CONCLUSION
We firmly believe and strongly advocate that :

· the above principle shall be agreed to treat the Study Item proposal;
· the above questions need to be addressed and adequately answered before the Study item can be sanctioned.
In closing, we want to ensure the integrity and timely completion of LTE as per the existing Work Plan.
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