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SMG2 has received your LS and offers the following guidance on the coodination of work in 3GPP and ETSI SMG for R00,
related to possible areas for work in T2 SWG5 as identified in your LS, and copied here in italics.

•  Multi co-ordination function to direct the user / UE to the most appropriate Radio Access Technology / Mode at the
momen

Based on previous experience in designing PLMN and cell re-selection in GSM, as well as the experience with DECT-GSM, and
the recent and ongoing experience on GSM-UMTS RAT interworking in this area SMG2 INSISTS that this work is essentially
performed in the radio groups SMG2 and RAN. This is because any decision in this area in general has an immediate (and
potentialy negative) effect on radio planning, and radio spectrum is the scarce (and expensive) ressource in the system. Also, the
specifications for this whole area have been carefully designed, but even modifications that are seen as "minor" by non radio
groups, can have major consequences.

This of course does not preclude, and in some areas even requires input from other groups.

•  Global circulation aspects for multi-mode UE operation
SMG2 sees global circulation mainly as a regulatory issue. Any technical aspects shall be handled in the relevant technical
standards WGs, where the requirements should be coordinated via S1, the lower layer issues are to be handled mainly by radio
groups (RAN, SMG2), security aspects in S3, and any USIM issues in T3.

•  The possibility of different VHE for 2G and 3G and the multi-mode UE requirements
SMG believes VHE depends on the core network, not on RAT.

•  When different subscriptions are used for different Radio Access Technologies / modes
SMG2 does not believe subscriptions are linked to RATs, but to PLMN.

•  The implications on the USIM
SMG2 assumes this is a task for SMG11/T3.

•  Implications on other entities

•  Combining 3G with other radio access technologies like Wireless LANs
SMG2 assumes that as a significant percentage of 3G networks will be operated together with a GSM network, or even as a single
GSM/UMTS network, "3G" in this case includes GSM. The operator conditions, and the consequential Stage 1 requirements are
best handled in S1, with architectural questions addressed by S2, and radio issues in RAN and other (e.g. WirelessLAN) radio
groups. For the radio area the comment in the first point applies: unless there is a manual user selection between the modes in the
MS a detailed specification needs to be done essentially in the radio groups.

•  Operator conditions
•  The general UE requirements that a combination like this causes
•  The support in the current structure

•  If further commercial and user requirements arise, further refinements of types Multi-mode UE



In summary, SMG2 does not see T2 SWG5 is the most suitable group for all of the areas you suggested, for the reasons given
above. In some of the other areas SMG2 is not the most competent group to respond, and assumes feedback will be provided by
other groups.

With the very full meetings schedule of SMG and 3GPP coordination is already very difficult, and thus should be restricted where
possible to the minimum number of groups.

SMG2 has limited knowledge on the exact mandate and expertise of T2 SWG5, and on the split of work of the non radio related
groups in 3GPP. Based on this limited background, SMG2 suggests that T2 SWG5 focusses on areas not already competently
addressed and assumes these areas could include e.g. the types of MS themselves, higher level application type issues, etc.
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