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Introduction
This document is the report of the following email discussion.
· [Post123][606][eMBS] Session activation/deactivation and state transitions (CATT)
Scope: Discuss details of session activation/deactivation procedures and UE behaviour upon going to RRC INACTIVE, e.g.:
· PTM configuration for deactivated session (e.g. validity time of the configuration)
· Session status indication in MCCH/RRCRelease
· MCCH monitoring for deactivated session
· UE behaviour upon going to RRC INACTIVE (e.g. whether/when to read MCCH etc.)
Outcome: Report for the next meeting
Deadline: Long

Two phases are planned for the discussions, i.e., 
· Ph1: companies’ comments collected before Monday September 18th 10:00 UTC
· Ph2: proposals/summary checked before Friday September 22th 10:00 UTC
The remainder of this document is organized as the following. Section 3 is to collection views on open issues. Section 4 is the summary. 
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Open issues
3.1 Session deactivation status indication
In RAN2#122, it was agreed to use MCCH for session deactivation notification,
	MCCH is used for notifying MC session deactivation for multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE to enable Rel-18 UE to stay in RRC_INACTIVE and stop monitoring corresponding G-RNTI. 
This is assumed to have no/minor impact on RAN1/PHY 


The details are still kept as FFS, which is also captured in RRC running CR,
	Editor’s note: FFS on the details of notifying session deactivation.


According to companies’ contributions for RAN2#123, the possible solutions to indicate the session deactivation in MCCH are as follows,
· Option 1: explicit indication in multicast MCCH
· Option 2: implicit indication in multicast MCCH (i.e., Keep the TMGI but remove the corresponding configuration in multicast MCCH)
· Option 3: implicit indication in multicast MCCH (i.e.., Remove the PTM configuration in multicast MCCH)
It seems option 1(i.e., explicit indication of the session deactivation status in multicast MCCH) is straightforward and it is also supported by more companies.
Besides, it may be also worth to discuss whether it is necessary to indicate the session deactivation status in RRCRelease message. The reason is that the PTM configuration in RRCRelease message can be provided to UE for a activated session or deactivated session, according to the RAN2#121 agreements as below,
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK2]If network finds it useful, the PTM configuration for the (single) serving cell can be configured to UE before the session activation, and UE stores the configuration. When session is activated, UE can receive multicast in INACTIVE state by applying the configuration without going back to RRC_CONNECTED, if not updated by MCCH after being configured.


In rapporteur’ understanding, UE can only immediately apply the PTM configuration in RRCRelease message for an activated session after transiting to RRC_INACTIVE (i.e., UE is supposed to not monitor the corresponding G-RNTI if the session is deactivated after transiting to RRC_INACTIVE).
So it seems necessary to indicate the session deactivation status of the multicast session in RRCRelease message. Otherwise, UE cannot determine whether to continue the multicast reception after transiting to INACTIVE.
Since the PTM configuration in RRCRelease uses the same structure as in MCCH in the current RRC running CR, so there seems no extra effort to indicate session status in RRCRelease.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]Question 1: Do you agree to introduce an explicit indication for a deactivated session in the multicast MCCH/RRCRelease(i.e., in the MBSMulticastConfiguration)?
	Company
	Yes or No
	Comments if any

	NEC
	Yes
	It is more robust to have a session deactivation indication (per session) in MCCH as well as RRCRelease since the same configuration structure is used for both MCCH and RRCRelease.
But it is worth noted that we need to further study when UE receives PTM config from RRCRelease but the session is deactivated, what is the UE behavior after session activation (by group paging), i.e., whether the PTM configuration is still valid or not? Whether UE anyway needs to read MCCH to check the possible update of PTM config? We need to consider this issue.

	MediaTek
	Yes
	An explicit indication is more straight forward and it won’t introduce much overhead.
This indication in RRCRelease message is also beneficial to let UE know the session state when receiving the RRC Release message. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK5]In our understanding, when UE is notified for session activation, UE may applying the configuration from RRCRelease message first, then read MCCH if it found the configuration is not valid/outdated. 

	vivo
	Yes
	Agree with the rapporteur that Option 1 is straightforward, which helps to simplify the spec capturing. Option 2 also works and has an advantage in signaling overhead but might lead to complex spec modeling. Option 3 is not feasible, as the UE cannot distinguish between the session deactivation case (i.e. keep the MRB but stop G-RNTI PDCCH monitoring) and the MRB release case. 

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	See comments
	We agree a common solution can be applied to indicate the session is deactivated via both RRC Release and MCCH. For this purpose, we think option 3 doesn’t work since UE cannot know whether the session is deactivated or not provided in RRC_INACTIVE, while both option 1 and option 2 work.
Between option 1 and option 2, we prefer option 2 (keeping TMGI but remove other configuration) which does’t require to introduce an extra indication since the purpose can be achieved via the signaling structure itself.

	

Samsung
	Yes
	Further, we understand that the UE should not monitor multicast MCCH if the session is explicitly indicated as deactivated in RRCRelease/multicast MCCH and therefore, UE is required to read multicast MCCH (i.e. check updated PTM config) after activation by group paging. Duration between session deactivation and activation can be unpredictably long, so this is significant from UE power saving perspective as well as imposing no restriction on network’s flexibility to update PTM configuration upon session activation. 

	Sharp
	Yes
	At least for the RRCRelease message, the explicit indication should be included in the RRCRelease message to avoid UE monitoring the G-RNTI of the multicast session in deactivated state based on the following agreement:
For one UE already in RRC_INACTIVE, it can stay in RRC_INACTIVE and stop monitoring corresponding G-RNTI upon events like session deactivation/temporary no data.

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	Share the same view with the Rapporteur.
As it is agreed to include the PTM configuration of the multicast session which is not activated in RRCRelease, anyway UE needs to know whether to apply such configuration and monitor the G-RNTI in RRC_INACTIVE immediately.

	Nokia, NSB
	Yes
	The indication should be “active/deactive” status. Otherwise, similar problems will arise. For example, a UE in RRC_INACTIVE state may be out of the service area of the multicast session initially, but then may go into a cell within the service area. This UE may have missed the group paging performed by the gNB.
Note that RAN3 has a similar understanding where CU sends the session status to the DU (based on August meeting agreements), so that DU can indicate whether the session is deactive or active over MCCH (and RRC release).
· Option 2: implicit indication in multicast MCCH (i.e., Keep the TMGI but remove the corresponding configuration in multicast MCCH) 
-> This cannot work, because then the UE cannot differentiate whether the session is provided in RRC_CONNECTED only or whether the session is deactive.

· Option 3: implicit indication in multicast MCCH (i.e.., Remove the PTM configuration in multicast MCCH)
-> This cannot work, because then the UE cannot differentiate whether the session is provided in RRC_CONNECTED only or whether the session is deactive.



	Apple
	Yes
	Agree with rapporteur’s understanding that network should inform UE which multicast session is activated or deactivated, and the PTM configuration structure is same in RRCRelease and transmitted via MCCH channel.

	Lenovo
	See comments
	For a deactivated multicast session, the MRB may or may not be released according to NW implementation in Rel-17.
UE is not aware of the MC session status (active or inactive) in Rel-17.
Following R17 UE’s behaviour, we think a combined option 1 and option 2 are needed:
1) If the MRBs are released for Rel-17 UE, option 2 can be used since the corresponding configuration should be released for both RRC_CONNECTED and RRC_INACTIVE UEs.
2) If the MRBs are not released, that means that NW still wants to keep the configuration. In this case, option 1 can be used to avoid unnecessary MCCH monitoring for RRC_INACTIVE UEs.

	CMCC
	Yes
	Share the same view with the Rapporteur.
It’s beneficial for UE’s power saving. If the session is indicated as deactivated, the UE is not required to monitor the corresponding G-RNTI. And it helps to distinguish the two cases: session deactivation and one multicast service not provided in the cell.

	Ericsson
	Yes with comments
	Like for example in Nokia and Apple comments above, our view is that there should be an indication whether a particular session is activated or inactivated. That is, this should not be “event-based” but instead “status-based” information and indication.

	ZTE
	Yes for RRCRelease
	yes for RRCRelease message, otherwise UE behaviour on monitoring G-RNTI or not is not clearly defined.
no for MCCH. the absent of PTM config indicates session deactivation. and this is the compromise we made to use MCCH to indicate the session deactivation.

	CATT
	Yes
	



Summary:
14 companies have provided their views,
· Yes(including “Yes with comments”):12.
· Yes for RRCRelease, no for MCCH:1.
· prefer option 2 (keeping TMGI but remove other configuration):1.
The majority of companies support to introduce an explicit indication for a deactivated session in the multicast MCCH/RRCRelease(i.e., in the MBSMulticastConfiguration). 
Therefore, the proposal is given as below,
Proposal 1(12/14): Introduce an explicit indication for a deactivated session in the multicast MCCH/RRCRelease(i.e., in the MBSMulticastConfiguration).

In RAN2#121bis-e meeting,it was agree that for one UE already in RRC_INACTIVE, it can stay in RRC_INACTIVE and stop monitoring corresponding G-RNTI upon events like session deactivation and temporary no data,
	Rel-18 UE can stay in RRC_INACTIVE and start monitoring corresponding G-RNTI upon an enhanced group paging (e.g., upon session activation or data transmission resumed). Details FFS.
For one UE already in RRC_INACTIVE, it can stay in RRC_INACTIVE and stop monitoring corresponding G-RNTI upon events like session deactivation/temporary no data.
FFS which option to take: enhanced group paging or enhanced MCCH, to enable Rel-18 UE to stay in RRC_INACTIVE and stop monitoring corresponding G-RNTI upon events like session deactivation/temporary no data.


And then in RAN2#122 meeting,it was agreed that MCCH is used for notifying MC session deactivation for multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.
	MCCH is used for notifying MC session deactivation for multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE to enable Rel-18 UE to stay in RRC_INACTIVE and stop monitoring corresponding G-RNTI. 


Based on above, it seems straightforward to clarify that the same mechanism for notifying MC session deactivation via MCCH is used for the temporary no data case. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK4][bookmark: OLE_LINK3]Question 2: Do you agree the same mechanism for notifying multicast session deactivation via MCCH is also used for the temporary no data case?
	Company
	Yes or No
	Comments if any

	NEC
	Yes
	We prefer that how network sending session deactivation indication is up to implementation, no matter it is for session is deactivated or there is temporarily no data case.

	MediaTek
	Yes
	Agree with NEC that “temporary no data” can be notified as session deactivation and up to network implementation.

	vivo
	Yes
	In Rel-17, a multicast session joined UE can be released from CONNECTED to INACTIVE due to no data or session deactivation via RRC release message without differentiating the cases. The same logic applies to the eMBS. We fail to see the motivation to have different solutions. 

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes with comments
	Similar view with NEC. We can say that the mechanism applies for both cases. But it is not mandatory to send the notification and should be left to NW implementation since how to define “temporary no data” is kind of implementation. What really matters and what will be specified is the UE behavior to stop G-RNTI monitoring upon receiving such notification.

	Samsung
	No with comments
	Using same mechanism for temporary no data implies a significant latency [MCCH (deactivation for Temp no data) → Group Paging(activation for data arrival) → MCCH(config update check)]. This latency can be large considering the paging periodicity and MCCH periodicity.
As UE can utilize multicast DRX in RRC_INACTIVE for power saving, there is really no need to deactivate the session for temporary no data. Even in R17 multicast in RRC_CONNECTED, activated session is not “deactivated” for temporary no data (only RRC state is changed to RRC_INACTIVE). For exceptional case handling, data inactivity timer approach as in RRC_CONNECTED can be reused also in RRC_INACTIVE.

	Sharp
	Yes
	We do not see any necessary to differentiate session deactivation and temporarily no data case and whether notify the indication to UE is up to NW implementation. 

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	No need to differentiate the two cases as the UE behaviour is the same.

	Nokia, NSB
	No.
	If session activation status is used, e.g., deactive due to temporary no data although session is actually active, won’t work as if a UE  sees the flag in the MCCH and then goes to another cell via reselection would think that session is deactive (although it is not) and possibly not expect MCCH. 


	Apple
	Yes
	Whether to deactivate the multicast session for the temporary no data case is up to network implementation. There is no RRC spec impact.  About the mobility issue, I assume there may be no problem if network implementation is aligned across cells. 

	Lenovo
	See comments
	Multicast session deactivation has a specific meaning as defined by SA2. The indication is not for notifying session deactivation. The Session status should be transparent to UE AS layer following Rel-17 pricinple. 
What we want to specify is to stop G-RNTI monitoring upon receiving the  notification. 

	CMCC
	Yes
	Fine to use the same mechanism for temporary no data case as session deactivation, since the following UE behaviour is the same: stop G-RNTI monitoring. But similar view with others, how to define  temporary no data and whether to deactivate the session for this case are up to network implementation.

	Ericsson
	Yes with comments
	Yes if the proposal means that nothing additional is specified for the “temporary no data” case, i.e., seems to be the similar view as with many (CMCC, Apple, Xiaomi, Sharp, HW, vivo, MTK, NEC). 

	ZTE
	maybe
	for UE it only needs to know whether to monitor G-RNTI or not, no matter it is session deactivation or temporary no data.

	CATT
	Yes
	Agree with companies that UE it only needs to know whether to monitor G-RNTI or not



Summary:
14 companies have provided their views,
· Yes(including “Yes with comments”):12.
· No:2.
The majority of companies agree that the same mechanism for notifying multicast session deactivation via MCCH is also used for the temporary no data case. And many companies point out that UE only needs to be indicated the stop of G-RNTI monitoring but does not differentiate the two cases(session deactivation, temporary no data).
Therefore, the proposal is given as below,
Proposal 2(12/14): Same indication is used for notification triggered by the multicast session deactivation or the temporary no data.
Proposal 3(12/14): UE can be indicated the stop of G-RNTI monitoring upon the multicast session deactivation or the temporary no data.

3.2 UE behavior in RRC_INACTIVE when the multicast session is deactivated
In RAN2#121 meeting, it was agreed that UE can apply the PTM configuration in RRCRelease when the session is activation in the case that the PTM configuration is not update by MCCH,
	If network finds it useful, the PTM configuration for the (single) serving cell can be configured to UE before the session activation, and UE stores the configuration. When session is activated, UE can receive multicast in INACTIVE state by applying the configuration without going back to RRC_CONNECTED, if not updated by MCCH after being configured.


It seems the agreement above implies that the PTM configuration may be changed during the period between the session deactivation and the session activation.
However, it is worth to clarify whether UE needs to monitor MCCH DCI in the current cell for a deactivated multicast session.
In rapporteur’s understanding, it seems a rare case for NW to change the configuration during the period between the session deactivation and the session activation. If UE needs to monitor MCCH-RNTI for possible MCCH change until the multicast session is activated again, the UE power consumption is increased unnecessarily. So it seems reasonable for UE to not monitor MCCH DCI for a deactivated session, including the following cases?
Case 1: UE is receiving multicast in RRC_INACTIVE and then is notified the session deactivation via MCCH.
Case 2: UE transits from RRC_CONNECTED to RRC_INACTIVE, and the session deactivation is notified in RRCRelease message and PTM configuration is included or is not included in RRCRelease message. 
Question 3: Do you agree that UE in RRC_INACTIVE does not need to monitor MCCH DCI in the current cell for a deactivated multicast session, including the following cases?
Case 1: UE is receiving multicast in RRC_INACTIVE and then is notified about the session deactivation via MCCH.
Case 2: UE transits from RRC_CONNECTED to RRC_INACTIVE, and the session deactivation is notified in RRCRelease message. 
	Company
	Yes or No
	Comments if any

	NEC
	Yes
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK6]It is unnecessary power consumption if the UE still monitors MCCH PDCCH when all sessions related to the UE are deactivated. UE can stop monitoring MCCH PDCCH until session is activated again (by group paging). And FFS whether the UE needs to check the MCCH once session is activated again, same comment as Q1.

	MediaTek
	Yes
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK7]Agree with the rapporteur that UE does not need to monitor MCCH if multicast session is not activated, thus includes both case 1 and case 2.
No matter configuration is changed or not during deactivation period, UE does not need to monitor MCCH. When UE is notified for session activation, UE may check the configuration by applying it first, then obtain PTM config from MCCH if it found the configuration is not valid/outdated. (same comment as Q1.)

	vivo
	Yes
	We see the proposed solution is good for UE power saving. Thus, in case cell reselection is not executed and only when all the joined sessions that are allowed for INACTIVE reception are deactivated,  the UE does not monitor the multicast MCCH PDCCH/PDSCH.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes with comments
	It is beneficial for UE power saving since anyway there is no data transmission during the deactivation period. But whether the MCCH configuration can be updated should be left to NW implementation. 
Regarding the question mention by NEC, we think UE should check the configuration in MCCH once the session is activated to make sure the configuration is up to date. This is aligned with the previous agreement we made:
When session is activated, UE can receive multicast in INACTIVE state by applying the configuration without going back to RRC_CONNECTED, if not updated by MCCH after being configured.

	Samsung
	Yes
	We understand that the UE should not monitor multicast MCCH if the session is explicitly indicated as deactivated in RRCRelease/multicast MCCH and therefore, UE is required to read multicast MCCH (i.e. check updated PTM config) after activation by group paging. Duration between session deactivation and activation can be unpredictably long, so this is significant from UE power saving perspective as well as imposing no restriction on network’s flexibility to update PTM configuration upon session activation.

	Sharp
	Yes
	If there is no activated multicast session for a UE in RRC_INACTIVE, it is power efficient for UE not to monitor MCCH.

	Xiaomi
	Yes 
	

	Nokia, NSB
	Maybe
	Firstly, we should only discuss the case where all the sessions that the UE is interested in are indicated “deactive”. If there is at least one session that is active, UE should monitor MCCH anyways.
As explained under the next question, UE should monitor MCCH after cell reselection. If we want to keep a unified behavior, we should also let UE read MCCH for the “current cell” scenario as UE always performs cell selection when released to RRC_INACTIVE. Therefore, considering the MCCH monitoring is anyway done only each MCCH modification period, we believe the UE can monitor MCCH even if all sessions that the UE has joined are deactive. This would minimize any delays in session start. 
But if we want to avoid MCCH reading if there are no activated MBS sessions (of UE interest) then UE would read the MCCH after group paging – This would introduce some delay though so maybe not optimal for all use cases where minimal delay is aimed for.


	Apple
	Yes
	It’s meaningless for network to change the PTM configuration for the deactivated multicast session. And It’s not good for UE power to monitor MCCH when the multicast session is deactivated. 
Therefore, we assume the efficient network implementation is to update the PTM change after the multicast session is activated via the paging notification, and UE operation is to start monitoring MCCH DCI when the multicast session is activated via paging notification. 

	Lenovo
	Yes
	UE does not need to monitor MCCH for both cases.

	CMCC
	Yes
	If UE interested services are deactivated, UE is not required to monitor MCCH DCI until notified by group paging for session activation. It is beneficial for UE power saving.

	Ericsson
	Maybe
	First, we don’t understand why the two cases mentioned by the rapporteur should have different UE behaviour. 
If the UE does not monitor for the MCCH DCI which can indicate configuration change, then as explained above by Nokia we need to take care the UE has recent information after activation. Either the UE monitors for the MCCH or UE behaviour needs to be otherwise specified. 

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	



Summary:
14 companies have provided their views,
· Yes(including “Maybe”,” Yes with comments”):14.
All the companies agree that UE in RRC_INACTIVE does not need to monitor MCCH DCI in the current cell for a deactivated multicast session. Besides, it is worth to mentioned that in Q2 many companies point out that UE only needs to be indicated the stop of G-RNTI monitoring but does not differentiate the two cases(session deactivation, temporary no data). 
Therefore, the proposal is given as below,
Proposal 4(14/14): UE in RRC_INACTIVE does not need to monitor multicast MCCH DCI in the current cell if UE is notified “the stop of G-RNTI monitoring” for all the joined multicast sessions, including the following cases,
Case 1: UE is receiving multicast in RRC_INACTIVE and then is notified about the session deactivation via MCCH.
Case 2: UE transits from RRC_CONNECTED to RRC_INACTIVE, and the session deactivation is notified in RRCRelease message. 

For the mobility of UE in RRC_INACTIVE, it is also necessary to discuss whether UE needs to reads MCCH to acquire the PTM configuration for a deactivated session on the reselected cell immediately after cell reselection. There are two possible options,
· Option 1: UE reads MCCH on the reselected cell immediately for a deactivated multicast session after cell reselection.
· [bookmark: OLE_LINK10][bookmark: OLE_LINK8][bookmark: OLE_LINK9]Option 2: UE reads MCCH on the reselected cell immediately for a deactivated multicast session after cell reselection upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.
In rapporteur’s understanding, comparing to option 2, it seems option 1 is beneficial to reduce the delay for multicast reception in INACTIVE. UE can start to receive multicast with the stored PTM configuration acquired from MCCH earlier upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE. 
Question 4: Do you agree that UE in RRC_INACTIVE reads MCCH on the reselected cell immediately after cell reselection to acquire the PTM configuration for a deactivated multicast session?
	Company
	Yes or No
	Comments if any

	NEC
	No
	We support option 2.
Our understanding principle is that as long as the session is deactivated, the UE is not required to monitor Multicast MCCH for power saving. There is also an important reason not going this way is that the UE can not ensure the valid of PTM configuration (i.e., not sure if PTM is updated during session deactivation).
[bookmark: OLE_LINK12]Furthermore, the QoS of session reception in RRC_INACTIVE can be lower than RRC_CONNECTED, the UE can acquire new PTM config from MCCH once receiving session activation via group paging.

	MediaTek
	See comment
	For option2, we wonder if this “group paging” is for session activation. If so, option2 can be simplified to:
· Option 2: UE reads MCCH on the reselected cell upon receiving group paging for session activation which indicates allowance for multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.
If so, we prefer option2. For option1, it is still possible that PTM config is changed after UE obtains PTM config from multicast MCCH. Besides, it causes additional UE power consumption.

	vivo
	Yes with comments
	Considering that PTM configuration and service scheduling are generally operated per cell level (i.e. actual activation/deactivation timepoint in different cells can be different), it is likely that a service is deactivated on the old cell but is ongoing in the active state in the new cell also taking reselection time gap into account (e.g. the UE may miss the paging activation in the new cell). In this case, there is no paging activation. Then the UE has to autonomously acquire MCCH for further service reception. And the detailed processing timeline is up to UE implementation. 
Based on the above, there is no need to mention “immediately” and “deactivated” for the reselected cell. And we suggest the following,
UE in RRC_INACTIVE reads MCCH on the reselected cell immediately after cell reselection to acquire the PTM configuration for a deactivated the joined multicast session

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes with comments
（Both Option 1 and Option 2 are needed）
	For Option 1, it is needed. Besides the latency issue mentioned by Rapp and the paging missing issue mentioned by Samsung, we think a more serious issue is that if we support deactivation for “temporary no data” case, different gNBs may have different understandings about “temporary no data”. In other words, for the same session, it can be deactivated in one cell while activated in another cell due to “temporary no data”. So upon cell-reselection, UE has to read the MCCH to check the session status in the new cell.
For Option 2, it is also needed since it is pre-mature to assume the NW will never update the configuration during session deactivation. It should be left to NW implementation. If the configuration is updated, the reading upon session activation is needed.

	Samsung
	Yes with comments
	As also pointed out by vivo, we understand the session activation can happen at any time, there is a potential case that UE misses paging if it occurs during reselection. In this scenario, UE could not receive multicast session on reselected cell at all, unless there is another deactivation and activation follows. With option 1, UE behavior for MCCH reading can be unified upon cell reselection and also overcome any paging miss issue as UE can validate with PTM config for activated session in MCCH.

	Sharp
	Yes if there is any multicast session in activated, otherwise No
	As we discussed in Q3, NW may not transmit the PTM configuration of a multicast session in deactivated (it should be up to NW implementation about whether to transmit the PTM configuration of the deactivated session). During cell reselection if there is no multicast session in activated, UE does not need to read the MCCH. 

	Xiaomi
	No
	We support the option2.
Upon session activation, UE anyway needs to check whether the PTM configuartino is upated or not via MCCH, there is no need to acquire the MCCH in advance.
Besides, if the multicast session is not allowed to be received in RRC_INACTIVE as indicated in group paging, there is useless for UE to acquire the PTM configuration via the MCCH. 

	Nokia, NSB
	Yes
	Not only for reducing the delay, but it is a fundamental problem if the UE does not read the MCCH.
Based on RAN2 agreements, when a UE receives enhanced group paging, it can only stay in RRC_INACTIVE if it has the valid PTM configuration. If the UE does not monitor MCCH, e.g., after cell reselection, as the session is deactive, then there is no way the UE knows the PTM configuration for the newly camped cell before group paging. This would mandate the UE to go to RRC_CONNECTED all the time, which is against WID objectives.

	Apple
	Yes
	If network cannot ensure the activated state of multicast session is same across cells, we have to agree Option 1. 

	Lenovo
	Yes
	Considering during cell reselection the UE may miss paging and as mentioned by vivo, the configuration could be per cell level, we prefer option 1. 

	CMCC
	Yes
	Option 1 can avoid the latency issue mentioned by Rapp. Once the session in the reselected cell is activated, UE can acquire the PTM configuration and start data reception quickly, if the session is not activated, UE stops MCCH monitoring as discussed in Q3 until session activation and in the follow-up time, UE’s behaviour is the same with Option2. Besides, with Option 1, it can resolve the Paging missing issue.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	The UE needs to know whether the session is active in the new cell or not, cf. also Nokia comment above. 
We also share thinking with HW above, which is connected to the previous question regarding MCCH monitoring. If it is agreed UE does not monitor for MCCH DCI all the time then there needs to be a mechanism to guarantee the UE has most recent configuration after group paging. 

	ZTE
	Yes
	if UE misses the group paging during cell re-selection, UE loses all the data.

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Qualcomm 
	No
	Agree with Xiaomi’s comment above. 



Summary:
14 companies have provided their views,
· Yes:11.
· No:3.
The majority of companies agree that UE in RRC_INACTIVE reads MCCH on the reselected cell immediately after cell reselection to acquire the PTM configuration for a deactivated multicast session. And some companies further point out that this is not only for avoiding delay but also due to that the temporary no data  case may be different between cells.
Therefore, the proposal is given as below,
Proposal 5(11/14): UE in RRC_INACTIVE reads MCCH on the reselected cell after cell reselection to acquire the PTM configuration for a deactivated/ temporary no data session.

3.3 UE behavior in RRC_INACTIVE upon receiving session activation
When UE receives group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE,
If UE has stored PTM configuration which was received from RRCRelease message earlier, UE can use this configuration to receive multicast if the configuration is not updated by MCCH, according the agreement as follows,
	If network finds it useful, the PTM configuration for the (single) serving cell can be configured to UE before the session activation, and UE stores the configuration. When session is activated, UE can receive multicast in INACTIVE state by applying the configuration without going back to RRC_CONNECTED, if not updated by MCCH after being configured.


[bookmark: OLE_LINK13]For UE to determine whether the configuration is updated by MCCH or not, it seems natural to determine it by the change notification bit in MCCH DCI, according to the agreement below,
	Working assumption (to be confirmed by RAN1 via pending reply LS): One bit in the MCCH DCI is used to notify the change of the multicast MCCH. We reuse the bit used for MCCH change indication from Rel-17 MBS broadcast. This does not cover session deactivation which is FFS.


There are two possible ways for UE to determines whether the PTM configuration received from RRCRelease (if present) has been updated by MCCH,
· Option 1: based on the change notification bit in the MCCH DCI.
In option1, it is assumed that NW will set the change notification bit in MCCH DCI if NW intends to change the PTM configuration via MCCH upon session activation. However, there is a risk that the change notification bit is set but it is for the change of other multicast sessions.
· Option 2: UE acquire the PTM configuration from MCCH and then check whether the PTM configuration in MCCH is the same as that in RRCRelease.
In rapporteur’s understanding, option 2 will make the PTM configuration in RRCRelease message useless as anyway UE actually use the PTM configuration in MCCH (e.g., for same and different cases).
Based on above, it seems option 1 is simple and reasonable.
Question 5: Do you agree UE determines whether the PTM configuration received from RRCRelease (if present) has been updated by MCCH based on the change notification bit in the MCCH DCI upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE?
	Company
	Yes or No
	Comments if any

	NEC
	No
	To our understanding, the case that RRCRelease to provide PTM config but the session is deactivated is somehow useless as the PTM configuration might be updated (same comment as Q1, something need FFS). The main use case of RRCRelease is to provide an activated session for UE.
Second we are not sure whether change notification bit can work well, for example, if PTM configuration is updated then the NW set change bit to 1 in this medication period, and when it comes to next medication period, this bit is set to 0 again. If UE stop monitoring MCCH PDCCH during session deactivation, UE might not receive a change notification with bit set to 1 even though the PTM config is already changed. 
Based on this, we prefer that for the first time to start a session, UE needs to check the PTM configuration from MCCH instead of just checking change notification bit. 
And during session reception phase, the UE only monitoring change notification bit on MCCH PDCCH is enough.

	MediaTek
	No
	The MCCH change notification is used during session ongoing period and should not be used during deactivation.  It will cause extra power consumption if UE keep monitoring PDCCH for MCCH during deactivation period.
For checking validity of PTM configuration when session activation. We think UE may try to apply the stored config (if any), and read MCCH if it found the configuration is not valid.

	vivo
	Yes
	Agree with the rapporteur that Option 1 is sufficient. NW implementation should guarantee the configuration in the RRCRelease is the latest until the next presence of change notification in multicast MCCH PDCCH. Option 2 is not acceptable for the sake of UE power saving and low complexity. 

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No
	Option 1 doesn’t work well as mentioned by Rapporteur. So Option 2 should be adopted, i.e., the UE has to read the configuration from MCCH upon session activation.
Besides, the NW may choose not to include PTM configuration in RRC Release if the session is deactivated (Whether to include TMGI or an explicit indication depends on the output Q1). 

	Samsung
	No with comments
	Once UE receives paging for activation, the UE should read Multicast MCCH from the next modification period irrespective of whether PTM config is updated or not as compared to what was received in RRCRelease. It should be up to NW implementation if it requires to update PTM config or not.

	Sharp
	Yes
	Agree with rapporteur.
If the PTM configuration in MCCH is changed only when the corresponding session is activated. The issue said by NEC will not happen. In addition, for the case that UE missing the notification, we already has following Note:
NOTE 1:	It is up to UE implementation how to address a possibility of the UE missing a multicast MCCH change notification.

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	Share the same view with Rapp. 
Duplicate PTM configuration acquisition is not necessary.

	Nokia, NSB
	No. Option-2 is preferred.
	Option-2 is simpler  and does not render RRCRelease PTM configuration useless. UE is given the PTM configuration in RRC release for the sake of not introducing delay (before acquiring PTM configuration in MCCH). UE can then obtain MCCH and read the same PTM configuration and not change anything. This does not break any mechanism and will be extremely simple


	Apple
	See comments
	At least when the change bit in MCCH DCI indicates there is no change, UE can directly use the stored PTM configuration for the multicast data reception. It’s Option 1. 
But if the change bit in MCCH DCI indicates the PTM configuration is changed, UE has to aquire the PTM configuration via MCCH channel and then use the updated PTM configuration (if the change is related to the UE joint multicast session) to receive the multicast data. It’s Option 2.

	Lenovo
	Option 2
	Option 1 may cause extra delay for acquiring MCCH change notification. Group paging -> MCCH change notification -> acquire PTM configuration. 
Anyway, the UE has to acquire the PTM configuration to check whether PTM configuration in MCCH is changed when receives group paging.

	CMCC
	No
	Share similar view with Apple, once MCCH DCI indicates the PTM configuration is changed, UE needs to acquire the updated PTM configuration via MCCH, only MCCH DCI bit may not work well.
Besides, UE might miss the MCCH change notification as mentioned by NEC, while the configuration stored by UE is not useful. Therefore, it’s better for the UE to acquire the PTM configuration once the session is activated.
And we think the PTM configuration in RRCRelease is more useful for the session activated case, if the session is deactivated, the NW may not provide the PTM configuration.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	Similar understanding as Apple.

	ZTE
	Option 2.
	there is risk for option 1 that UE might miss the modification notification, if the group paging happens at the end of the medication period.

	CATT
	Yes
	Otherwise it does not make sense to include PTM configuration for a deactivated session in RRCRelease. 

	Qualcomm 
	Yes, with comment
	Since the same cell is broadcasting MCCH and providing RRCRelease message, the network should know whether the configurations are same or different in RRCRelease and MCCH. As explained in R2-2307638 section 2.1, network can indicate if this is same or different and if it is different when UE should acquire MCCH. One of the situations to acquire MCCH is the change notification. 



Summary:
14 companies have provided their views,
· Yes:6.
· No:8.
Regarding how UE determines whether the PTM configuration received from RRCRelease (if present) has been updated by MCCH upon session activation,The slight majority of companies  preper Option 2 (UE acquire the PTM configuration from MCCH and then check whether the PTM configuration in MCCH is the same as that in RRCRelease).
Therefore, the proposal is given as below,
Proposal 6(8/14): Upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE, UE determines whether the PTM configuration received from RRCRelease (if present) has been updated by MCCH based on Option 2(i.e., UE acquires the PTM configuration from MCCH and then checks whether the PTM configuration in MCCH is the same as that in RRCRelease).

When UE receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE, it is straightforward for UE to monitor MCCH DCI upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE as at least UE needs to monitor MCCH DCI for possible PTM configuration change.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK15][bookmark: OLE_LINK16][bookmark: OLE_LINK14]Question 6: Do you agree that if the MBS session is deactivated when UE receives PTM configuration in RRCRelease, UE starts to monitor MCCH DCI upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE?
	Company
	Yes or No
	Comments if any

	NEC
	Yes
	We think this is a baseline as Receiving group paging means session is started thus MCCH monitoring will also be booted for possible PTM config update or session deactivation.

	MediaTek
	See comment
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK17]The conditions is a little confusing. From our understanding, “upon receiving group paging…” refers session activation notification, and “when UE receives PTM configuration in RRCRelease ”  refers deactivation indication. 
So I guess the logic for the question may be:
1> Session is in deactivation state, and PTM config is available
2> UE receives session activation notification by group paging which indicated that RRC_INACTIVE reception is allowed;
3> UE starts to monitor MCCH DCI
If so, our answer is yes. But it seems a common understanding that UE should monitor multicast MCCH when session activated…

	vivo
	Yes
	See our comment on Q3.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes with comments
	See our comment on Q5

	Sharp
	Yes
	Agree with Rapporteur.

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	Nokia, NSB
	Maybe Yes
	Depends on Q3 outcome and probably should be treated simultaneously. We proposedin our August meeting contribution that UE reads the MCCH in the next modification period upon receiving enhanced group paging. 
This would allow a UE to not have the valid version of PTM configuration before session activation (for example UE can stop monitoring MCCH when all sessions are deactive) and only obtain the latest PTM configuration after group paging. Of course, this may also introduce some delay.


	Apple
	Yes
	

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	There seems to be dependency with previous questions.

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	



Summary:
14 companies have provided their views,
· Yes:14.
All companies agree that If UE receives PTM configuration of multicast session(s) in RRCRelease and the corresponding session(s) is in deactivated state, UE starts to monitor MCCH DCI upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.
Therefore, the proposal is given as below,
Proposal 7(14/14): If UE receives PTM configuration of multicast session(s) in RRCRelease and the corresponding session(s) is in deactivated state, UE starts to monitor MCCH DCI upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.

For the case that UE does not receive PTM configuration in RRCRelease due to session deactivation, there is a FFS in the RRC running CR,
	Editor’s note: FFS what is the UE behaviour when the session is activated, if the configuration was not configured in RRCRelease due to session deactivation.


For the UE behavior upon session activation, there are two possible options according to views in companies’ papers,
· Option1: If the session deactivation is indicated in RRCRelease message and PTM configuration of the corresponding multicast session is not included in same message,, UE reads multicast MCCH upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.
· Option 2: If the session deactivation is indicated in RRCRelease message and PTM configuration of the corresponding multicast session is not included in same message, UE behaves the same as the legacy Rel-17 UE upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.
In rapporteur’ understanding, on one hand, option 2 means to enable network to control which UE can receive multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE via RRCRelease. On the other hand, whether it is motivated to support per UE control on multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE is not clear, so it seems option 1 is also fine.
Question 7: Which option do you prefer for the UE behavior upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE? 
· Option1: If the session deactivation is indicated in RRCRelease message and the PTM configuration of the corresponding multicast session is not included in same message, UE reads multicast MCCH upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.
· [bookmark: OLE_LINK19]Option 2: If the session deactivation is indicated in RRCRelease message and the PTM configuration of the corresponding multicast session is not included in same message, UE behaves the same as the legacy Rel-17 UE upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.
	Company
	Option 1 or Option 2
	Comments if any

	NEC
	Option 1
	For this part, we are also fine to FFS whether 1 bit is needed in RRCRelease to indicate the UE is able to perform this feature, (i.e., multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE) if there is no PTM configuration in RRCRelease.

	MediaTek
	Option 2
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK18]If network didn’t indicate PTM configuration in RRCRelease message, it may imply that NW don’t want this UE to receive multicast in RRC INACTIVE state even though INACTIVE reception is allowed for this session. In that case, UE shall follow the legacy Rel-17 multicast behavior when receiving paging for activation notification. 
It is also aligned with our previous understanding that at least the initial config should be provided to UE by dedicated signaling.

	vivo
	Option 1
	We assume the case is scenario 2 (i.e. a UE has joined a multicast session and has been directed to INACTIVE, the UE starts to receive the multicast session). Then the UE is supposed to acquire PTM configuration with scheduling information (e.g. MRB conf., DRX con.) via MCCH after receiving R18 group paging. 
If Option 2 is adopted, the MCCH reading should be performed before paging reception, which is contradictory to the intention of Q3/6. We don’t how does it work.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 1 with comments
	For this case, we think it is OK that UE reads MCCH once the session is activated. Because when the NW indicated session deactivation via RRC Release, it means the feature of UE receiving multicast in RRC_INACTIVE is enabled.
But we think there is another case where the whole Rel-18 configuration is absent in RRC Release. In that case, the UE should behave the same as Rel-17 since the RRC Release IE is the same as Rel-17. 

	Samsung
	Option 1 with comments
	Question can be clarified if it means session deactivation is indicated in RRCRelease message and there is no PTM configuration for any multicast session (i.e. there is no activated session).
Further, we understand session deactivation indication in RRCRelease implies a R18 behaviour (i.e. UE reads multicast MCCH upon receiving GP that indicates to allow multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE). 

	Sharp
	No special handling is needed
	Upon receiving the group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE, whether UE needs to read multicast MCCH or not depends on whether it has the PTM configuration or not regardless the PTM configuration configured via RRCRelease or MCCH.

	Xiaomi
	See comments
	From our view, it relies on whether the MCCH configuration is available for UE. If it is available, UE can read the multicast MCCH to obtain the PTM configuration (i.e., option1), otherwise, UE needs to resume the RRC connection (i.e., option2).

	Nokia, NSB
	Option-1
	Providing PTM configuration over RRC release is for the sake of introducing less delay and continuation of MRBs when sending the UE from RRC_CONNECTED to RRC_INACTIVE, when UE is continuing reception in RRC_INACTIVE.
The gNB can refrain from providing such configuration in RRC release, especially when session is deactive (and let UE receive from MCCH), as there is no delay concern. UE can read the MCCH anyways after being sent to RRC_INACTIVE (see our reply to Q5) or we can let UE receive PTM configuration in MCCH after receiving group paging (see our reply to Q6).
In our view, Option-2 does not bring any benefit. The gNB intends to serve UEs in RRC_INACTIVE, why would the UE reconnect? If such UE is intended to be served in RRC_CONNECTED, unicast paging can be used.

	Apple
	See comments
	In my understanding, the PTM configuration is same in RRCRelease and in MBSmulticastconfiguration via MCCH, which means PTM configuration includes the inactive multicast MBS session (including activated/deactivated state). 
The question assumes the Multicast MBS session config is out of the PTM configuration. So I’m a little confused by this question. 
According to my understanding on the PTM configuration (multicast session config in PTM config), the PTM configuration is always included in RRCRelease. 

	Lenovo
	Option 1
	If NW wants to control which UE can receive multicast reception in RRC_CONNECTED state, the unicast paging can be used.

	CMCC
	Option 1 
	We think unified UE behaviour can be defined for the cases mentioned in Q6 and Q7 ( whether PTM configuration of the corresponding multicast session is provided or not), since they all aims for the session deactivation case.

	Ericsson
	Option 1
	

	ZTE
	See comments
	1 - it does not need to be session deactivation but a monitoring G-RNTI or not can also work.
2 - UE starts Multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE upon the enhanced group paging, regardless of the availability of the PTM config.

	CATT
	Option 1
	

	Qualcomm 
	See comment
	Agree with Apple and Mediatek’s comments above.



Summary:
14 companies have provided their views,
· Option 1(including support of option 1 in comments):12.
· Option 2:1.
· PTM configuration is always included in RRCRelease:1
Almost all the companies prefer Option1(i.e., If the session deactivation is indicated in RRCRelease message and the PTM configuration of the corresponding multicast session is not included in same message, UE reads multicast MCCH upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE).
Besides,one company points out that option 1 can be used only if MCCH is aviliable. Another company points out there is another case where the whole Rel-18 multicast related configuration is absent in RRC Release. The rapptoreur feels there is ambiguition in the original question, and further clarification is needed on the cases,
Case 1: the session deactivation is indicated in RRCRelease message and the PTM configuration of the corresponding multicast session is not included in same message.
Case 2: the whole Rel-18 multicast related configuration is absent in RRC Release.
Therefore, the proposal is given as below,
Proposal 8(12/14): If the session deactivation is indicated in RRCRelease message and the PTM configuration of the corresponding multicast session is not included in same message, UE reads multicast MCCH(if present) upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.
Proposal 9: If the whole Rel-18 multicast related configuration is absent in RRC Release. UE reads multicast MCCH(if present) upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.

3.4 UE behavior upon going to RRC INACTIVE
If the session is active, the PTM configuration in MCCH is supposed to be the same as the one in RRCRelease. So it seems UE does not need to perform Multicast MCCH information acquisition immediately but starts to monitor MCCH DCI for possible change notification after transiting to INACTIVE.
Question 8: Do you agree that if the session is active and UE receives PTM configuration in RRCRelease message, UE does not perform Multicast MCCH information acquisition immediately but starts to monitor MCCH DCI for possible change notification after transiting to INACTIVE?
	Company
	Yes or No
	Comments if any

	NEC
	Yes
	Yes if session is activated, it is expected that the PTM config from MCCH and RRCRelease is same at that time of point. And of cause that UE will start to monitor MCCH for possible PTM config change or session deactivation during session reception phase.

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	We also see the proposed solution is good for UE power saving. Thus, in case cell reselection is not executed and as long as at least one joined session that is allowed for INACTIVE reception is activated, the UE monitors for multicast MCCH if configured.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	It is up to NW implementation to provide the up to date configuration in RRC Release. UE only needs to read MCCH for further update of configuration. 

	Samsung
	Yes
	This is normal behavior for activated session reception in RRC_INACTIVE. UE already have PTM configuration from RRCRelease which should be same as multicast MCCH of the same time. We do not expect state transition latency to be more than MCCH modification period.

	Sharp
	Yes
	

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	

	Nokia, NSB
	No
	It is related to several previous questions. And maybe we are making things bit complex in the discussion. If UE reads MCCH for active/deactive session even if given configuration in RRCRelease there is  no need to separately discuss all these aspects.
And secondly it seems companies always consider that UE selects the very same cell as it received RRCRelease but this is not the case.
The intention of having PTM configuration in RRC release is to immediately start to receive multicast in RRC_INACTIVE, before waiting for MCCH acquisition. 
The UE should receive the first MCCH (for example for some services the gNB may refrain RRC release PTM configuration as session is deactive) and learn all PTM configuration available for RRC_INACTIVE UEs.
Such behavior as proposed in Q8 creates a lot of dependencies. To keep things simple, we can agree that UE receives MCCH after being sent to RRC_INACTIVE and UE continues ensuring MCCH is up-to-date (like SIBs).

	Apple
	Yes
	

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	CMCC
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes* but needs more discussion
	In principle* yes, this sounds like reasonable behaviour. However we think the points explained by Nokia should be discussed further the assumptions by companies seem to be varied (e.g. same cell or different) and we should first decide whether we try to have unified UE behaviour or not.

	ZTE
	no
	same as Q5, UE might miss the change notification therefore it is safer to always read MCCH.

	CATT
	Yes
	



Summary:
14 companies have provided their views,
· Yes:12.
· No:2.
Almost all the companies agree that if the session is active and UE receives PTM configuration in RRCRelease message, UE does not perform Multicast MCCH information acquisition immediately but starts to monitor MCCH DCI for possible change notification after transiting to INACTIVE.Two companies point out that it seems companies always consider that UE selects the very same cell as it received RRCRelease but this is not the case.The rapptoreur agree it is necessary to clarify this is for the same cell case.
Therefore, the proposal is given as below,
Proposal 10(12/14): If the session is active and UE receives PTM configuration in RRCRelease message and then UE selects the same cell as it received RRCRelease, UE does not perform Multicast MCCH information acquisition immediately but starts to monitor MCCH DCI for possible change notification after transiting to INACTIVE.

Phase-1 Summary
Potential easy agreement
Proposal 1(12/14): Introduce an explicit indication for a deactivated session in the multicast MCCH/RRCRelease(i.e., in the MBSMulticastConfiguration).
Proposal 2(12/14): Same indication is used for notification triggered by the multicast session deactivation or the temporary no data.
Proposal 3(12/14): UE can be indicated “the stop of G-RNTI monitoring” upon the multicast session deactivation or the temporary no data.
Proposal 4(14/14): UE in RRC_INACTIVE does not need to monitor multicast MCCH DCI in the current cell if UE is notified “the stop of G-RNTI monitoring” for all the joined multicast sessions, including the following cases,
Case 1: UE is receiving multicast in RRC_INACTIVE and then is notified about the session deactivation via MCCH.
Case 2: UE transits from RRC_CONNECTED to RRC_INACTIVE, and the session deactivation is notified in RRCRelease message. 
Proposal 5(11/14): UE in RRC_INACTIVE reads MCCH on the reselected cell after cell reselection to acquire the PTM configuration for a deactivated/ temporary no data session.
Proposal 7(14/14): If UE receives PTM configuration of multicast session(s) in RRCRelease and the corresponding session(s) is in deactivated state, UE starts to monitor MCCH DCI upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.
Proposal 8(12/14): If the session deactivation is indicated in RRCRelease message and the PTM configuration of the corresponding multicast session is not included in same message, UE reads multicast MCCH(if present) upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.
Proposal 10(12/14): If the session is active and UE receives PTM configuration in RRCRelease message and then UE selects the same cell as it received RRCRelease, UE does not perform Multicast MCCH information acquisition immediately but starts to monitor MCCH DCI for possible change notification after transiting to INACTIVE.

Proposals for further discussion 
Proposal 6(8/14): Upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE, UE determines whether the PTM configuration received from RRCRelease (if present) has been updated by MCCH based on Option 2(i.e., UE acquires the PTM configuration from MCCH and then checks whether the PTM configuration in MCCH is the same as that in RRCRelease).
Proposal 9: If the whole Rel-18 multicast related configuration is absent in RRC Release. UE reads multicast MCCH(if present) upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.
Phase-2 discussion
For the proposals marked as “Potential easy agreement” in the summary of pahse-1 as below,
	Potential easy agreement
Proposal 1(12/14): Introduce an explicit indication for a deactivated session in the multicast MCCH/RRCRelease(i.e., in the MBSMulticastConfiguration).
Proposal 2(12/14): Same indication is used for notification triggered by the multicast session deactivation or the temporary no data.
Proposal 3(12/14): UE can be indicated “the stop of G-RNTI monitoring” upon the multicast session deactivation or the temporary no data.
Proposal 4(14/14): UE in RRC_INACTIVE does not need to monitor multicast MCCH DCI in the current cell if UE is notified “the stop of G-RNTI monitoring” for all the joined multicast sessions, including the following cases,
Case 1: UE is receiving multicast in RRC_INACTIVE and then is notified about the session deactivation via MCCH.
Case 2: UE transits from RRC_CONNECTED to RRC_INACTIVE, and the session deactivation is notified in RRCRelease message. 
Proposal 5(11/14): UE in RRC_INACTIVE reads MCCH on the reselected cell after cell reselection to acquire the PTM configuration for a deactivated/ temporary no data session.
Proposal 7(14/14): If UE receives PTM configuration of multicast session(s) in RRCRelease and the corresponding session(s) is in deactivated state, UE starts to monitor MCCH DCI upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.
Proposal 8(12/14): If the session deactivation is indicated in RRCRelease message and the PTM configuration of the corresponding multicast session is not included in same message, UE reads multicast MCCH(if present) upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.
Proposal 10(12/14): If the session is active and UE receives PTM configuration in RRCRelease message and then UE selects the same cell as it received RRCRelease, UE does not perform Multicast MCCH information acquisition immediately but starts to monitor MCCH DCI for possible change notification after transiting to INACTIVE.


Please companies provide comments if any.
Question 1: Do you have any comments to the “Potential easy agreement” proposals?
	Company
	Comments if any

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	We can follow majority with P1.

	vivo
	Editorial comments:
P1: maybe it is better to clarify the intention for the indication, i.e., an explicit deactivation indication, 
Introduce an explicit deactivation indication for a joined deactivated session in the multicast MCCH/RRCRelease (i.e., in the MBSMulticastConfiguration).

P2 and P3 are a bit redundant in the aspect of the timepoint of notifying the deactivation indication. 
The deactivation Same indication is used for notification triggered by the multicast session deactivation or the temporary no data. 
UE can be indicated “the stops of corresponding G-RNTI monitoring” upon the reception of the deactivation Same indication multicast session deactivation or the temporary no data.

Other comments:
[bookmark: OLE_LINK26]For P5, it seems it can be covered by the previously achieved agreement below (i.e. the UE in RRC_INACTIVE (configured with multicast reception) anyway has to read MCCH on the reselected cell after cell reselection to acquire the PTM configuration for a deactivated/ temporary no data/ activation session). We fail to see the necessity to have a separate agreement only for the deactivated case. Should we also mention the activated case?
Similar to Rel-17 broadcast reception procedure, UE acquires new SIB and multicast MCCH to get PTM configuration after cell reselection.

	Qualcomm
	We do not agree to have current proposal 5. It does not add anything compared to previous agreement as pointed by vivo. 

	NEC
	For P5, it is useless for UE to read MCCH in advance during session deactivation phase as the UE can not make sure whether it is still a valid PTM configutation when session is activated again.

	MediaTek
	Regarding P5, our understanding is that the previous agreement (similar to R17 broadcast) focus on the reselection during activated MBS sessions. While P5 is for deactivation period, which is different and the behavior is still under discussion. 
It is not valuable to read MCCH after cell reselection for a deactivated session, since the MCCH may be changed again after that and UE anyway need to check PTM configuration when session activate. The UE is not required to monitor PDCCH for MCCH during deactivation period.

	Apple
	We have two comments on P5.
1) If we can assume network always have the synchronized MBS session state (activated/deactivated) across cells/gNBs, same as the “sync state”, we share the same view as QC, MTK, and NEC that it’s unnecessary for UE to aquire PTM configuration for deactivated MBS session via MCCH channel.  
2) This proposal assumes that UE and NW always support and enable the multicast MCCH mechanism, but RAN2 has not made agreements on it. If there is no multicast MCCH in the new selected cell, the proposal seems incorrect. 

Based on my comments, I update P5 as below for your consideration:
Proposal 5: After cell reselection, if the new cell is configured with multicast MCCH and UE support multicast MCCH acquisition, UE in RRC_INACTIVE may acquire the PTM configuration for the deactivated session. 

	Xiaomi
	For P5, We share the same view with NEC and MTK, there is no need for UE to read the MCCH during the deactivation period.

	Nokia, NSB
	No to P2. Technically it does not work for the scenario where the UE ends up in a cell without SIB20/MCCH after cell reselection, e.g., Rel-17 gNB. The UE needs to know whether the session was really deactive (1) or there was temporarily no data (2) in the previously camped cell. If the session was deactive, for sure there will be some paging for this UE (1), if there were temporarily no data, there may not be paging for this UE in the current cell (unless the first gNB that sent the UE to RRC_INACTIVE pages the UE, but this is only the case if scenario (2) applies). Note that session activation requires an indication from core network to the gNBs, whereas in case of temporarily no data, there will be no such indication coming to the gNBs, i.e., not all UEs will behave the same. 

Anyway P3 needs to be updated so that NW may indicate that UE is not required to monitor DCI – it is up to NW to indicate this. No need to capture use cases when this may be used. So maybe small rewording of P3: UE can be indicated to not start of G-RNTI monitoring in RRCRelease. 
For P4, we can only be ok if we agree that the UE reads the MCCH at least once after receiving enhanced group paging (related to P6). Otherwise, UE may not have the latest PTM configuration (as the UE does not monitor MCCH during deactivation) and even the UE may not have the PTM configuration if not provided in RRC release (so goes back to RRC_CONNECTED). And we also need to clarify that the deactivation notification in RRCRelease concerns on the cell where the service is released. 

For concerns regarding P5, simply if the UE receives PTM configuration of a deactivated session after cell reselection, it can immediately start decoding the data without waiting for receiving MCCH in the next modification period. Therefore, it is not true that there is no benefit. 

P7 depends on the outcome of P4 and it should only be valid for the current cell (not after reselection). 

Regarding P10: We understand the intention but this is slightly problematic – As the cell selection does not have performance requirements the selection may take long time and UE may have missed the the change notification all together. Then this does not work.


	ZTE
	For P5, we have different views from QC, MTK, NEC and Apple.
It is possible to miss the enhanced group paging for session activation during cell reselection.  Thus, reading MCCH for a deactivated session after cell reselection is a safer way. Otherwise, UE will miss the reception of such session.

	Samsung
	Agree with Vivo that P2 and P3 are not clear and on the proposed wordings for revised proposals as:
Revised P2: The deactivation indication is used for notification triggered by the multicast session deactivation or the temporary no data. 
Revised P3: UE stops corresponding G-RNTI monitoring upon the reception of the deactivation indication



For the  proposals(i.e.,P6,P8)  marked as “Proposals for further discussion” in the summary of pahse-1,It may be worth to check companies’ view futher.
Question 2: Do you agree with the proposal 6 from phase-1 below?
Proposal 6(8/14): Upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE, UE determines whether the PTM configuration received from RRCRelease (if present) has been updated by MCCH based on Option 2(i.e., UE acquires the PTM configuration from MCCH and then checks whether the PTM configuration in MCCH is the same as that in RRCRelease).
	Company
	Yes or No
	Comments if any

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes with comments
	We agree with the intention of this proposal. But maybe the wording can be updated. It seems not necessary to specify the UE behavior of comparing/checking the configuration in MCCH with that in RRC Release. It is sufficient to say that UE acquires the configuration from MCCH upon session activation.
Proposal 6: Upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE, UE acquires the PTM configuration from MCCH.

	vivo
	No
	In our understanding, if PTM configuration is included in the RRC Release message, then it means the session is activated. Then the network, without doubt, delivers the same PTM configuration in the RRC release message and multicast MCCH within the current multicast MCCH modification period for this session. It is not reasonable to have different configurations. Then if an update is needed, the UE can anyway acquire the new configuration via multicast MCCH in the next modification period after receiving the change notification. As long as there is no change notification, then the UE is not required to read multicast MCCH PDSCH. We fail to see why the UE has to acquire the PTM without checking the change notification when the PTM configuration is already obtained from RRC Release message. 

	Qualcomm
	No
	UE should not be required to read the MCCH to figure whether RRCRelease provided vs MCCH provided config are same or different. Network is the one including those configurations, then it should include same value, or need to introduce separate indication if there is valid scenario where network may provide different configurations.

	NEC
	YES
	If the case is that PTM configuration received from RRCRelease can be changed during session deactivation, our answear is YES for the reason below:
[bookmark: OLE_LINK27]Change notification bit in MCCH DCI can not work well! Because the NW set this change bit to 1 only if the PTM config is different from the PTM config within last medication period. However, UE in session deactivation is not required to monitor MCCH DCI, after multiple modification periods is gone and the UE receives group paing, the change bit is already set to 0 even though the PTM config is already change (in previous modification period). So how could UE based on this bit to determine?
BTW, the case where the UE receives PTM configuration with session deactivation from RRCRelease is somehow a corner case, thus we prefer a safty way which does not break any mechanism, i.e., the UE to acquire PTM config from MCCH after group paging reception.

	MediaTek
	Yes
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK28]Change notification bit cannot work well as described by NEC above. The point is that UE is not required to monitor PDCCH for MCCH during deactivation period, so UE cannot always know the change.

	Apple
	No
	On P6, we generally agree with Huawei’s comment, and also think UE is only required to aquire the PTM configuraiton when the change indication in multicast MCCH DCI is set to 1.  
So our suggestion on P6 is provided as below. 
Proposal 6: Upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE, UE acquires the PTM configuration from MCCH if the change indication in multicast MCCH DCI is set to 1.

	Xiaomi
	Yes
	We are fine with the reason from NEC. 
It seems UE may misunderstand the change bit in the MCCH DCI upon session activation as it does not monitor the MCCH DCI during the deactivation period. In such case, the safety way for UE is to acquire the MCCH to ensure that the validity of the PTM configuration irrespective of the MCCH DCI indication.
And we prefer the wording from Huawei, there is no need to specify the UE behavior on the configuration checking.

	Nokia, NSB
	Yes, but depends on P4 
	It seems that companies agree that UE will stop monitoring for MCCH, if all sessions that UE joined are deactive. If that is agreed, then UE needs to have the latest version of the PTM configuration to receive the data in RRC_INACTIVE.  

Therefore, upon enhanced group paging, UE can immediately start decoding for data with the PTM configuration it obtained latest (reduces delay if PTM configuration did not change) and in parallel check for possible updates of PTM configuration in MCCH. 

Anyway Huawei proposal on updating P6 looks better formulation to us. 

	ZTE
	Yes with comments
	Agree with Huawei’s comments. 


	Sharp
	No
	Agree with vivo and Qualcomm that the PTM configuration in RRCReleae is same as in the MCCH. We cannot understand why UE need to read the MCCH even if the PTM configuration is configured in RRCRelease without receving the notification of update/change.

	Samsung
	Yes
	Agree with Huawei’s wordings for the proposal



Question 3: Do you agree with the proposal 9 from phase-1 below?
Proposal 9: If the whole Rel-18 multicast related configuration is absent in RRC Release. UE reads multicast MCCH(if present) upon receiving group paging that indicates to allow the multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE.

	Company
	Yes or No
	Comments if any

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No
	If the whole Rel-18 inforamtion is absent, UE will not know this IE should be regarded as Rel-18 IE. In that case, the UE should behave the same as Rel-17 since the RRC Release IE is the same as Rel-17. 

	vivo
	No
	If the whole Rel-18 multicast related configuration is absent in RRC Release, the case can be regarded as a fallback to the R17 case as the RRC release message contains the same content as Rel17. All the eMBS capble UE behavior is the same as R17 UE, that is the UE will not check R18 group paging list and will not read the new SIB for multicast MCCH. 
As long as eMBS is expected, the NW should include TMGI list in the RRC Release for multicast reception in INACTIVE, as per the agreement:
NW indicates which multicast service can be received in INACTIVE in suspendConfig of RRC Release. FFS how exactly this is indicated

	Qualcomm
	No
	This assumes the case of no config in RRCRelease for Rel-18 multicast reception in inactive is a valid case. We think that is not valid based on previous agreements. 


	NEC
	No
	

	MediaTek
	No
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK29]Share the same view with HW and vivo

	Apple
	No
	Same view as HW. 

	Xiaomi
	No
	

	Nokia, NSB
	Yes
	RRC_INACTIVE reception is a per cell decision. Therefore, a cell can decide to provide services to UEs in RRC_INACTIVE, whereas another cell may not. Furthermore, not all the cells in the RNA may be included in the service areas of all sessions that the UE has joined. For those reasons, a cell cannot decide which services can IN GENERAL be received in RRC_INACTIVE. 

The agreement that vivo points out is just for the current cell to continue MRBs (please check the meeting notes and see that the following agreement states UE can continue MRBs with such indication). It is not a GENERAL IE where one cell decides which services UE can receive in RRC_INACTIVE. 

So problem stated by Huawei (and others) is the scenario that we have rel-17 only network and release 18 Multicast supporting UE would be required to do extra behaviour in that network. We could try to avoid that by sending just a  release 18 IE (whose content may even be “empty”).  

	ZTE
	Yes
	RAN2#123 meeting
NW indicates which multicast service can be received in INACTIVE in suspendConfig of RRC Release. FFS how exactly this is indicated
Unless blocking issues are identified, UE behaviour is not to suspend corresponding multicast MRBs and to keep using them in INACTIVE
Some companies thought that Proposal 9 doesn’t match the above agreements, but from the chair notes, these two agreements are used to describe the configuration of layer 2 continuity. 
Furthermore, network cannot predict the future behavior. For example, the network was not congested when releasing UEs to RRC_INACTIVE, but it becomes congested when session is activated. In this scenario, is it reasonable to resume RRC connection when a Rel-18 UE receives an enhanced group paging?
Thus, no matter whether there is a pre-configuration in RRCRelease, Rel-18 UEs should always stay in RRC_INACTIVE to receive multicast when receiving an enhanced group paging.

	Sharp
	No
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Rel-18 multicast related configuration is used to configure which Multicast session can be received by UE in RRC_INACTIVE. The absence of the whole Rel-18 multicast related configuration means UE is not aloowed to receive multicast in RRC_INACTIVE and UE should behave the same as Rel-17.

	Samsung
	No
	We think it is right that congestion situation may change later on and group paging for multicast reception in INACTIVE may be indicated, but for the particular UE with no preconfiguration in RRCRlease, the behviour should be as Rel17
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