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1
Introduction

In RAN3 #53bis meeting, 2 terminologies related to eMBMS has been agreed.[1] i.e., Multicell MBMS synchronization area and SFN area. However, for RAN3 #54 meeting, 2 contributions [2], [3] are attempting to clarify these terminologies further. Thus in this contribution, Nokia shows the opinion on the clarification in [2] and [3] and proposes further clarification.
2 Discussion
In [3], 3 extra terminologies related to SFN were introduced, SFN active area, SFN inactive area and SFN agnostic area.

However, SFN active area is exactly SFN area defined in [1]. And indeed SFN inactive area defined in [3] doesn’t belong to SFN operation. Thus it is rather strange to call that area as SFN inactive area. In the previous discussion, this SFN inactive area has been referred as the guard area which we feel to be more descriptive for this purpose. 
Even though RAN3 had tried to clarify the definition of SFN area for almost 2 weeks, it seems that it hasn’t been clarified enough. The reason is probably that each company has been using SFN area for different case already (i.e, active transmitting area or configured area) and it might be difficult to change the terminology at once. Thus to clear the situation, it may be a good attempt to find some other self-explaining terminology than stick to SFN and trying to clarify again and again. 
Multicell MBMS Delivery Area could be considered is a good candidate instead of SFN Area. The definition should remain exactly same as in [1] defined for SFN Area or something very similar. Since this “Single Frequency Network” only appeared after eMBMS discussion in 3GPP, we believe it is not too late to decide to replace the SFN with other better terminology. However if RAN3 prefers to keep “SFN” acronym, another possibility is to use MBSFN instead of SFN as proposed in [2].
Like already indicated above it seems that instead of SFN inactive area,, SFN Guard Area or Multicell MBMS Guard Area is more suitable for this purpose. The definition could be copied from [3].
With respect to SFN agnostic area, we don’t see the need of defining a new terminology for this. 
Further in [2], it says

Another commonly used expression in the context of E-MBMS is the term Multi-Cell. The use of this term seems inappropriate to us: the transmissions may take place from different radio base stations, but the perceived signal correspond to a single signal characterising a single cell –and not to multiple signals characterising multiple signals, which need to be combined in order to recover a single transport channel
However, in our opinion, this “multicell” doesn’t indicate any UE combining as such but only indicates “multiple cells are involved”. Thus there should not be any problems in using it to describe the eMBMS SFN operation.

3
Conclusions
In this contribution further analysis of the contribution [2] and [3] is shown. And it is suggested to use Multicell MBMS Deliver Area instead of SFN Area. Alternatively it is also proposed to consider different acronym instead of SFN as in [2] if group prefers to keep “SFN” somehow. Also it is shown that “multicell” is the correct terminology to describe the eMBMS SFN operation.
4
Proposal
It is proposed to agree on the above definitions and incorporate the conclusion in the R3.018.
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