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1. Introduction
An LS on the CFR configuration for MTCH for broadcast for UEs in RRC_IDLE/ RRC_INACTIVE states was received in [1]. We discuss the question in the LS in this contribution.
2. Discussion
In the LS on MBS issues in [1], RAN1 is asked to answer the following question.
	Question: Currently, RAN2 running RRC design assumes that only a single CFR (indicated by locationAndBandwidth-Broadcast) is configured for MCCH/MTCH reception of MBS broadcast and it is common for MCCH and all MTCHs. RAN2 would like to confirm this understanding with RAN1.



The related RAN1 agreements on CFR for MCCH/MTCH are as following.

	Agreement (RAN1#107-e)
For broadcast reception with RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE UEs:
· The CFR frequency resources used for MCCH and MTCH are configured by SIBx;
· PDCCH-config/PDSCH-config for broadcast reception with GC-PDCCH/PDSCH carrying MCCH is configured by SIBx
· PDCCH-config/PDSCH-config for broadcast reception with GC-PDCCH/PDSCH carrying MTCH is configured by MCCH. If the PDCCH-config/PDSCH-config for MTCH is not configured, the PDCCH-config/PDSCH-config for GC-PDCCH/PDSCH carrying MCCH configured by SIBx is reused for GC-PDCCH/PDSCH carrying MTCH.

Agreement (RAN1#106-e)
Only one CFR can be configured for group-common PDCCH/PDSCH carrying MCCH for broadcast reception with UEs in RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE state.

Agreement (RAN1#106-e)
For broadcast reception, RRC_IDLE/RRC_INACTIVE UEs can use the same bandwidth configurations for the CFR of GC-PDCCH/PDSCH carrying MCCH and the CFR of GC-PDCCH/PDSCH carrying MTCH.
· FFS: use of different bandwidth configurations for the CFR of GC-PDCCH/PDSCH carrying MCCH and the CFR of GC-PDCCH/PDSCH carrying MTCH


  
Basically RAN2’s assumption precludes different bandwidth configurations for CFR for MTCH and CFR for MCCH and multiple CFR configurations for MTCH. Although there may be motivations to configure different bandwidth configurations for MCCH and MTCH and to configure multiple CFRs for MTCH from data rate perspective, we see some potential issues such as whether/how to deal with the BWP switching issue and what the UE behavior would be if the bandwidth supported by UE is larger than the bandwidth of MCCH but smaller than that of MTCH. Thus, we suggest confirming RAN2’s assumption that only a single CFR (indicated by locationAndBandwidth-Broadcast) is configured for MCCH/MTCH reception of MBS broadcast and it is common for MCCH and all MTCHs. 
Proposal 1：Confirm RAN2’s understandings that only a single CFR (indicated by locationAndBandwidth-Broadcast) is configured for MCCH/MTCH reception of MBS broadcast and it is common for MCCH and all MTCHs.
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we provide some proposals on the NR MBS services as follow:
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 1：Confirm RAN2’s understandings that only a single CFR (indicated by locationAndBandwidth-Broadcast) is configured for MCCH/MTCH reception of MBS broadcast and it is common for MCCH and all MTCHs.
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