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[bookmark: OLE_LINK23] Introduction
 This document provides the text proposal as outcomes of the following email discussion [1]:
  [101-e-LTE-eMTC5-Multi-TB-02] Minor corrections – Johan (Ericsson)
· Consider TP in Proposal 5 (on removal of scheduling gap after last SC-MTCH TB) in R1-2004696

 
	Reason for change:
	1. Current specification does not capture the agreement about scheduling gap for multicast. 
2. The last scheduling gap for multicast is useless and should be removed. 

	
	

	Summary of change:
	1. Add the description about the scheduling gap for multicast. 
2. Remove the last scheduling gap and make the scheduling gap inserted between TBr and TBr+1 , r=0,1,2...,NTB-2

	
	

	Consequences if not approved:
	The spec for scheduling gap for multicast in TS 36.213 is not correct.


	Clauses affected:
	7.1.11



 TP on scheduling gap for Multicast
7.1.11	PDSCH subframe assignment for BL/CE UE
<Unchanged parts are omitted>

-	for , 



-	if the UE is configured with higher layer parameter multi-TB-DL-Unicast-Interleaving-config, and PDSCH corresponding to a MPDCCH with DCI CRC scrambled by C-RNTI and  where  for BL/CE UE configured with CEModeA,  for BL/CE UE configured with CEModeB, 



-	BL/CE DL subframes  with  are associated with TBr+1 , 
-	otherwise,



-	BL/CE DL subframes  with  are associated with TBr+1 , .

-	for  and PDSCH corresponding to an MPDCCH with DCI CRC scrambled by G-RNTI,
-	If higher layer parameter multiTB-Gap is configured, a scheduling gap with a length equal to the indicated value of multiTB-Gap is inserted between TBr and TBr+1, r=0,1,2...,NTB-2 .

<Unchanged parts are omitted>
Proposal 1：Adopt the above text proposal on scheduling gap for multicast.

Conclusion
In this contribution, we have discussed the TP on scheduling gap. We make the following proposals:
Proposal 1：Adopt the above text proposal on scheduling gap for multicast.
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