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Abstract:
This paper discusses and proposes how to handle the items in S2-164308
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Discussion and Proposals
SA6’s LS on Rel-14 MBMS enhancements for mission critcal services introduces an early version of TR 23.780 and brings to SA2’s attention 3 items in particular, none of which has been concluded yet in the SA6’s TR. The text of the LS does not explicitly request a specific action on any of the SA2’s specs, but it can be seen as an implicit request for action,  unless SA2 sees problems with the content of the proposed solutions. TR 23.780 is available at http://www.3gpp.org/ftp//Specs/archive/23_series/23.780/23780-040.zip. Within S2-164308 / S6-160914:
1) Item 1 (Solution 6-1): support for a specific Forward Error Correction (FEC) solution has elicited many discussions in SA6 and concerns were raised on the provided simulation results, on the cost vs. benefit of the solution for mission critical, and on some claims and statements present in the self-evaluation of the solution within the TR. In addition, there are still discussions on alternative solutions, with one such solution currently postponed until the next meeting (October 2016) due to lack of time at the previous SA6 meeting.

Proposal 1: SA2 should not take any action on “Solution 6-1” item at this time and wait until SA6 addresses all the issues and alternatives and formulates a clear recommendation in the Conclusions section of TR 23.780. 

2) Item 2 (Solution 8-1):  This is a proposal for GCS AS to be able to optionally indicate a preferred MBMS mechanism (MBSFN or SC-PTM) when activating an MBMS bearer over MB2. There is no controversy in SA6 about this item, and no other solutions have been proposed. In addition, this topic has been discussed in SA2 before, but no action was taken at the time due to lack of interest. It is a pure signaling issue. 
Proposal 2: SA2 should consider the proposal in the “Solution 8-1”item  and discuss (with the goal of approving) the submitted CRs S2-164466 and S2-164484 against 23.468 and 23.246.
3) Item 3 (Solution 9-1):  This is a proposal for the MBMS system to be able to notify GCS AS of the actual result of bearer activation requests, specifically indicating the cells where the MBMS bearer establishment failed. There is no controversy in SA6 about this item, and no other solutions have been proposed. In addition, this topic has been discussed in SA2 before, with no action taken at the time due to lack of interest. It is a pure signaling issue. 
Proposal 3: SA2 should consider the proposal in the “Solution 9-1”item  and discuss (with the goal of approving) the submitted CRs S2-164509 and S2-164522 against 23.468 and 23.246.
