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1. Introduction
After the discussion during the last meeting, no agreement had come to for the ARP feature, and for the Status Report enhancement, we were focusing on the option B for scenario 2 of [2, R3-103008] and agreed the CR [3, R3-103079] in principle. 
It seems still not clear to the conceptions and relations for admission control, pre-emption and counting and to the detail processing, so we try to discuss and clarify further here.
2. Discussion
2.1. Processing Flow for a New Session
The following flow chart gives our understanding for the MCE processing upon receiving a session start request.
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Figure 1. MCE processing upon receiving Session Start Request
Some questions come to us which are as the following.
2.2. Q1: Conceptions and Relations
1. Admission control
It’s stated in the CR [3, R3-103079] that:

The MBMS Service Counting Function enables the MCE to perform counting and to receive counting results per MBMS service(s) within MBSFN area(s). MCE can perform counting only for those MBMS service(s) for which access has not been denied by the admission control function for the corresponding MBMS session(s).

And the minutes:

CAC in MCE is independent of counting for rel-10, it is relying on radio Resource
The conception of admission control we were discussing was actually the admission control for radio resource instead of a conception seen from the M3 interface. The latter means that if MCE receives a session start request and responses a successful message, the admission control for the MBMS service should be viewed as successful without considering if the service is really activated in the eNB.

But the definition of admission control for radio resource could still be different as is shown in Figure 1.

· Conception 1: Judging based on the available radio resource upon receiving a Session Start Request. No other processing is included in this kind of conception.
· Conception 2: All of the radio resource related processing upon receiving a new session should be involved in the admission control algorism, which including the counting and the pre-emption processing in case of lack of resource.
This conception is related with the stage 2 description so it’s necessary to be clarified. Our understanding of admission control is in fact the conception 2 which is the same with E-RAB case.
Proposal 1: RAN3 should clarify the definition of admission control. We propose the conception 2.
2. Pre-emption
If the remained resource could not satisfy the newly initiated service, the pre-emption may be triggered. Pre-emption should be a part of admission control processing as above and it could be optional depending on the implementation [5].
3. Counting 

It should be viewed as an interesting statistic from the user requirement perspective which may lead subsequent activation/deactivation processing, but the MCE may do nothing except reporting the counting result to OAM for reference purpose if the counting is initiated by OAM. The counting procedure initiated by MCE should also be involved in the admission control algorism and should be performed before the pre-emption because [5]:
· If applying ARP based pre-emption, we should count the new service first. Counting result represents the requirement. It is unnecessary to process further if there is no requirement for this service at all. 

· If applying counting based pre-emption, the counting results for all services of a MBSFN should be an input for pre-emption.

Proposal 2: The processing order for an admission control should be resource judgment, counting and then pre-emption.
2.3. Q2: No Failure Response on M3?
If result of the first step (conception 1 of admission control, marked as *) is negative, MCE can:

· Option 1: End the session and return a failure response to MME

Cons: The counting and pre-emption have not been performed yet so it might be false to refuse the new service if the other one should be pre-empted.
· Option 2: End the session and return a failure response to MME after the counting and pre-emption are performed.
Cons: Counting procedure may take a long time which should not be acceptable for the timer in MME (especially a R9 one).
· Option 3: Save the context and response a successful message
Pros: No impact to EPC and the counting and pre-emption could be performed reasonably.
Based on the current agreement, we see no necessity for Session Start Failure response on M3 interface. 
Proposal 3: MCE should always respond successful message for Session Start Request from MME.

2.4. Q3: Counting Strategy

We propose to use the on demand report strategy and new messages on M2 as is discussed in [4].
2.5. Q4: Pre-emption Strategy

We propose to introduce the ARP parameter on M3 interface and leaving whether and how to pre-empt an implementation issue as is discussed in [5].
2.6. Q5: Inactive Service Processing

We propose to let MCE hold the service context until the corresponding session stop is received as is discussed in [5].
3. Conclusion
In this paper, we clarify the conceptions and relations for admission control, counting and pre-emption and the unclear issues for option B for scenario 2. We propose to:
Proposal 1: RAN3 should clarify the definition of admission control. We propose the conception 2.

Proposal 2: The processing order for an admission control should be resource judgment, counting and then pre-emption.
Proposal 3: MCE should always respond successful message for Session Start Request from MME.

Proposal 4: Agree the proposals in the other 2 papers.
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