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Introduction
This contribution contains a list of basic assumptions and lists some open issues.
Basic Assumptions
Roaming between GERAN/UTRAN and IP-CAN (e.g. I-WLAN) shall be performed without user interaction.
Handover between GERAN/UTRAN and IP-CAN shall provide transparent connectivity from the end-user point of view, but can be visualised on the terminal’s display.
Feature activation/deactivation and usage of the access method by the UE shall also be transparent to the end-user. 

UE is able to detect and automatically select the appropriate access network. The selection may be controlled by an operator policy.
At the edge of the IP-CAN coverage, the signal degradation could happen much quicker that at the edge of the GERAN/UTRAN coverage. But there is always enough overlapping coverage to perform a handover.

If IP-CAN coverage is available, mostly GERAN/UTRAN coverage is also available. But it might happen that there is only IP-CAN coverage without GERAN/UTRAN coverage in parallel. It is also possible that GERAN/UTRAN coverage never degrades when the user enters the IP-CAN coverage area.
In case of an emergency call the GERAN/UTRAN should be the default access method. An emergency call shall not be handover to the other domain, if emergency calls are not supported in the target domain.
UE supports simultaneous GERAN/UTRAN and IP-CAN access, but supports only one voice channel. 
A UE without GERAN/UTRAN to IP-CAN roaming and handover capabilities shall not be impacted.
Impacts on the CS core, PS core, GERAN, UTRAN and IP-CAN should be avoided.
Existing security concepts shall be re-used.
Even if a UE does not use voice services over the PS domain, it may be IMS registered using the PS domain while in UTRAN/GERAN coverage.
A user shall be reachable via the same identity, independent from camping in GERAN/UTRAN or IP-CAN.
Supplementary features should be supported by both domains, but it may be that some cannot be supported by technical reasons.
Questions
How handover is triggered? Two possible solutions:

· UE informs the network that handover is needed, the network controls the handover

· Network provides UE with handover information, and UE performs and controls the handover
Is GERAN/UTRAN to IP-CAN handover necessary, if GERAN/UTRAN coverage is still good enough?

Do we need to force a terminal roaming from IP-CAN to GERAN/UTRAN in idle mode?

The IP-CAN coverage may end abruptly due to events such as power failure.  Should under such circumstances the end user expectation is that the call continues?

Do we have to consider IP-CAN to IP-CAN handover?
Conclusion

The basic assumptions listed above should be added into an appropriate section within TR 23.8de. Answers for the questions should be provided.






































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































